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probable, looking to what has occurred, and the | 


indications of the times,) would there be no com- 
ensation for this paltry expenditure of $1,400, 
in the grateful shade of these trees to members of 
Congress and others having business to transact 
between the Capitol and the Departments, and 
necessarily obliged to pass through that thorough- 
fare from one point to the other? Yet this paltry 
sum for such a desirable, if not necessary pur- 
ose, is to be the foundation of the whole appro- 
priation being branded as an enormous expendi- 
ture! How much of it will the constituents of the | 
Senasor from Oiiio have to pay, admitting that | 
they are a tenth of the population of this Union? 
Now he submitted to every Senator whether he 
jg not satisfied that it is a necessary expenditure | 
for the safety of every traveler, and for the com- 
fort of every man and woman walking om the 
sideways of Pennsylvania avenue? The Senator 
from Ohio says if this Capitol were offered to be 
placed in any city of any State in this Union, that 
city would godly incur all necessary expenses of | 
keeping its highways in repair, for the benefit re- 
ceived, without even calling on the Government | 
for one dollar from the public Treasury. All that 
may be very true; because the inhabitants, in.that 
case, would be the only party benefited. Here it 
was different: the Government owned a consid- | 
erable portion of the property in the city, which 
portion paid no taxes,and would be enhanced in 
value by its own expenditure. ‘The real circum- 
stances were to be consi¢ered; not the supposi- 
titious case put by the Senator. 

But if the Senator must suppose a case, let him 
do it with circumstances parallel to the existing | 
facts. Let him suppose that, on the removal of | 
the Capitol to any other city, instead of being sat- 
isfied with the manner in which the public high- 
ways were laid out, the Government should un- 
dertake to make the streets one hundred and eight 
feet wide, (as it has done with regard to Pennsyl- 
vania avenue,) for its own purposes; would not 
that city require it to do so at its own expense, | 
and not to demand such an unreasonable thing as | 
that the citizens should be at the expense? ‘Those 
avenues were laid out by the Government; they | 
were made for its purposes, and to suit its views; | 
and all expenses of keeping them up, and making | 
them satisfactory for the objects of the Govern- | 
ment, should be incurred by the Government | 
itself. In the year 1830, $100,000 were expended | 
on macadamizing the avenue. It 1s found, in the | 
course of time, necessary that considerable repairs | 
should be made. The only question before the | 
Senate was, whether the plan presented to it by | 
the committee deputed to consider the subject, | 
should be adopted, or some other plan; for the | 
repairs have to be done, and capnot be either ne- | 
glected or accomplished without the necessary | 
means. The committee had looked carefully into | 
the plans and estimates, and had concluded that, | 
with the amendments which they proposed, the 
bill would authorize the best and cheapest plan | 
that could be adopted; at the same time uniting 
all the advantages of ornamentand comfort, with- 


| 


out additional expense. ‘They considered the | 
street at present wider than necessary—being one | 
hundred and eight feet from curb to curb—which | 
caused more anes in keeping it in repair than | 

be requisite. He believed Broad- | 


otherwise woul 
way, in the city of 


one feet from curb to curb; and yet that was found | 


capacious enough for the thoroughfare of a city 
ten times the size of this. The committee, there- 


fore, proposed to take off part of this width of | 


one hundred and eight feet and add it to the side 


walks, which, once paved with brick, would last | 


much longer. Now, if this saving be taken into 


ew York, was only forty- | 
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WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 21, 1844. 
Mr. ALLEN renewed his motion to lay the bill 
on the table; on which motion the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

They were taken, and resulted in the negative 
—yeas 8, nays 32;as follows: 


| YEAS—Messrs. Allen,Atchison, Atherton, Breese, Fair- 
| field, Hannegan, Semple, and Wright—8. 





NAYS —Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Benton, Berrien, Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Dayton, 
Evans, Foster, Francis, Fulton, Haywood, Jarnagan, King, 
McDutlie, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Pearce, Phelps. Por- 
ter, Rives, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Uphain, Walk- 
er, and White—32. 


The question recurred on the amendments pro- 
posed by the chairman of the Committee on the 
| District of Columbia, [Mr. Mitter.} The one 
substituting, in the first section of the bill, $40,000 
for $28,000, was agreed to. The other amend- 
ment, striking out the second section of the bill 
and substituting the following in lieu thereof, was 
agreed to: 


And be it further enactel, That the money hereby ap- 
propriated shall be expended in repaving and repairing that 
portion of the said avenue lying between west First street 
and west Fifteenth street in the following manner, to wit: 
the side-walks to be extended thirteen feet in width, and 
planted with an additional row of trees. ‘The remainder of 
said avenue to be divided into three parallel strips, the 
center strip to be twenty-eight feet wide, and covered with 
gravel; the side parallel strips to be each twenty-seven feet 
wide, and paved with small oval stones not larger than 
three inches in diameter. ‘The said work to be excecuted 
by the public gardener and his assistants, under the super 
intendence of the Secretary of War, and agreeably to such 
grades and levels as muy be prescribed by an eugineer, to 
be appointed tor that purpose by the President of the United 
Suutes. 


The bill was then reported back to the Senate, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

On the question of ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, 

Mr. ALLEN demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

It was decided that the bill should be engrossed 
and read a third time—yeas 33, nays 8; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Benton, Berrien. Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Colquitt, 
Dayton, Evans, Francis, Fulton. Haywood, Jarnagin, King, 
McDuffie, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Por- 
ter, Rives, Sevier, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Upham, 
Walker, and White—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Breese, Fair- 
field, Hannegan, Semple, and Wriglit—8. 

The enrolled bill from the House, restoring to 
General Jackson the fine imposed upon him by 
Judge Hall, was then signed by the President pro 
tempore. 

On motion of Mr. MERRICK, the Senate 
then proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business; and, after some time spent therein, 
adjourned, 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuvnspay, February 15, 1844. 


The Journal having been read, 
Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, introduced his 


and Mr. Assor having presented himself at the 
table, the oath to support the Constitution was 
ad ministered to him by the Speaker. 


RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from Hon. Henry A. Wist, stating that he had 
this day transmitted to the Governor of the State 
of Virginia his resignation of his seat in the 


| 


| 
| 





\| and taking leave of the House with the kindest 





bers. 


| 


colleague, Hon. Amos Apsor, lately elected a || 
Representative from the State of Massachusetts; | 


House of Representatives of the United States, | 


expressions of respect and regard for all its mem- | 





VOL. 13.....No. 19. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON suggested whether it would 
not be better, before proceeding to the order of 
the day, to dispose of the communications on 

| the Speaker’s table by referring them to the ap- 


oa mt committees. But objection being made 
| by several, 


|| The House proceeded to the order of the day; 
|| and the question was put on the following reso- 
i| lution, no division of it having been called for: 


Resolved, aiso, That the following members from Missis- 
sippi, to wit: Jacop Thompson, Wintiam H. Hamer, 
R. W. Roperrs, and Tineuman M. Tucker, have been 
duly elected, and are entitled to seats in this House as 
members from the State aforesaid. 


The yeas and nays having been called through 

by the Clerk, 
| Mr. SEMPLE asked, in behalf of the members 

of the committee on the Massachusetts resolu- 
tions, that they might be allowed to vote on the 
question; having, as he said, just come in from 
their committee room. 

On taking the vote on this motion, it was re- 
jected, 

The SPEAKER then announced the vote on 
the above resolution to be—yeas 97, nays 55; as 
follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Beardsley, Benton, 
Bidlack, James Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Boyd, Jacob 
Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, 
Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, 

| Augustus A. Chapman, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Richard D. 
| Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, Dillingham, Dromgoole, 
Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, 
French, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, 
Hays, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, 
James B. Hunt, Charlies J. Ingersoll, Cave Johnson, An- 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, 
Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, MeCausien, Ma- 
clay, McClelland, MeClernand, McConnell, MeDoweill, 
Mathews, Moore, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, 
| Payne, Emery B. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, David 8. Reid, Red- 
| ing, Rhett, Ritter, Robinson, Ressell, St. John, Saunders, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, 
John 'T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sykes, Tay- 
| lor, Thompson, Tibbatts, ‘Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, Williams, and Joseph A. Wright—97. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
| Barnard, Belser, Milton Brown, Buffington, Campbell, 
| Carroll, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Cranston, Garrett Da- 
vis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, Florence, 
| Foot, Frick, Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell, Hardin, 
; Harper, fludson, Washington Hunt, Irvin, Jenks, Perley 
|| B., Johnson, Daniel P. King, ‘Kirkpatrick, Mellvaine, 
Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Newton, Pat- 
| terson, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, Rayner, Charles 
| M. Reed, Roekwell, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Sev- 
| erance, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Summers, Tyler, 
| Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, White, and Winthrop—55. 
So the members elected from the State of Mis- 
| sissippi were declared to be duly entitled to their 
| seats, 
The question then recurred on the following 
resolution: 
Resolved, also, That the following members from Misson- 
ri, to wit: Joan Jameson, Joun Bower, James B. Bow- 
Lin, James H. Revre, and James M. Huenes, have been 


daly elected, and are entitied to seats in this House as mem- 
bers from the State aforesaid. 


} 


The yeas and nays were taken on this resolu- 
tion; and resulted—yeas 106, nays 63. 

So the members from Missouri were declared 
entitled to their seats. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said, in connection with 
|| this subject he begged leave to offer the following 
resolution: 


| Resolved, further, That the elections of members to the 
| House of Representatives of the Twenty-Eighth Congress, 
held respectively in the States of New Hampshire, Georgia, 
Mississippi, and Missouri, at the times, places, and in the 
manner prescribed by the Legislatures of said States, are 
valid, notwithstanding the second section of the act entitled 
“ An act for the apportionment of Representatives am: 
the several States according to the sixth census,” approv 

'| June 25, 1842. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE again rose, when the res- 


| 





account, and also the saving of having a less sur- | 
face of street-—the paved carriage ways—to keep | 
in repair than now, it will be found that the orna- | 
mental part of the plan actually costs nothing. | 
There would be, in fact, on that score, no addi- | 
tional expense, for the argument of the Senator | 
from Ohio could only apply to the rows of trees | 
to be planted. He hoped the amendments would 
be adopted. 


19 , 


On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the letter was | poser had been read, and said he would barely 
i be printed. remar 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed Mr. WHITE rose to a question of order. The 
BEPORT ON ELECTION OF MEMBERS. revious question had been ordered on the reso- 
The SPEAKER announced that the first busi- || lutions just acted on, and it was not competent 
ness in order was the report of the Committee of || for the gentleman from Virginia now to move un 
Elections, the first question being on the resolu- || amendment. 
tion affirming the right of the members elected || The SPEAKER said the main question ordered 
from the State of Mississippi to their seats. under the operation of the previous question was 








fain s > 
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onthe resolutions which had severally been passed 
upon by the House. 

Mr. WHITE said, then, if the whole question 
had been disposed of, he should like to know how 
the gentleman from Virginia could offer any 
amendment? 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he did not offer his 
resolution as an amendment, but as an additional 
resolution on the same subject. 

Mr. WHITE could not conceive how the gen- 
tleman could now offer any resoluuon at all, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE was under the impression 
that, after the previous question had been ex- 
hausted by the adoption of the resolutions on 
which it was ordered, he could offer a further res- 
olution on the same subject; and he offered this 
resolution as an additional resolution, and not as 








an amendment; he offered it, too, not only in ac- | 
cordance with his own views on the subject to | 


which it relates, but in conformity with the opin- 
ions of many of his friends, who thought that 
there should be a direct vote on the validity of the 
elections by general ticket. 

Mr. VANCE objected to the reception of the 
resolution. 

Mr. WHITE repeated his objection to the 


course proposed to be taken by the gentleman || 


from Virginia. 
The SPEAKER sustained the views of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Wutre. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE hoped there aren be no 


objection to the reception of his resolution. 

Several Mempbens objected, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired if it would re- 
quire a vote of two thirds to suspend the rules for 
the reception of this resolution,, 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE then moved a suspension 
of the rules for that purpose. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, Mr. WHITE, Mr. M. 
BROWN, and others, simultaneously called for 
the yeas and nays, and they were ordered; and 
being taken, resulted—yeas 11], nays 62; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Beardsley, Belser, Benton, 


Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, Blackwell, Bos- | 


sier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd. Jacob Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. 
Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Cary, 


Catlin,Reaben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, || 
Cobb, Cullom, Dana, John W. Davis, Dean, Dillingham, | 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Ellis, Eimer, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, | 


French, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, 
Hays, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, 
Hughes, James B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew 
Johuson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, La- 
branche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, MeCauslin, Maclay, 
McClelland, MeClernand, McConnell, McDowell, Ma- 
thews, Moore, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, 
Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, David S. Reid, Red- 
ing, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Robinson, St. Joun, Saunders, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, 
John T. Smith, T. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, 
John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sykes,Taylor, Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton,Wil- 
lians, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—111. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, Bar- 
nard, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buffington, Campbell, Car- 
roll, Cluiton, Choch, Cliagman, Cranston, Garrett Davis, 
Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, Florence. Foot, 
Frick, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, Mellvaiue, 
Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Newton, Pat- 
terson, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, Rayner, Charles 
M. Reed, Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Senter, Severance, 
Albert Smith, Caleb B. Snuth, Stephens, Summers, Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, White, and Winthrop—s2. 


So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were not suspended. 


APPORTIONMENT ACT. 


Mr. A. V. BROWN moved that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (No. 1) which proposes to repeal the second 
section of the apportionment act. 

The SPEAKER remarked that such a motion 
could only be entertained by unanimous consent. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN then moved a suspension 
of the rules, to enable him to make the motion. 

And upon suspending the rules, the yeas and 
nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 102, nays 73. 

‘Two thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 


MEMORIAL, ETC. 


Mr. HAMMETT asked and obtained leave to 
present a memorial from certain citizens of Nat- 
chez; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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| Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, presented instructions 
i} 








from six hundred citizens of Daviess county, In- 
| diana, upon the subject of the Wabash and Erie 
canal; which were laid on the table. 


CRIMINALS IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. LEVY asked permission to offer a resolu- | 
tion, calling on the Secretary of State to furnish | 


to the House such information as might be in his 


| possession respecting the latedemand on the part || 
| of the British Government for the surrender of | 
certain criminals in the Territory of Florida, un- || 


der‘ the tenth article of the treaty of Washing- 
ton. 
Mr. ADAMS observed that this was an in- 
| quiry which, it appeared to him, should be made 
with the usual qualification,, and not of the Sec- 
retary of State, but of the President of the United 
States. 
| to communicate to this House such information, 
if not inconsistent with the public interests, 
Mr. LEVY modified his resolution in accord- 
ance with the suggestion of Mr. Apams; and it 
was then adopted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United 
States was delivered to the Speaker by Robert 
Tyler, Esq. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STEENROD moved a suspension of the 
rules, in order to receive reports from committees 
which would not give rise to debate. 

Upon this motion the yeas and nays were de- 
manded, but not ordered. 

A division being called for, the votes were 
/ counted, and reported by the Speaker to be— 
ayes 97, noes 4]. 

The rules were accordingly suspended. 


A bill was reported from the Committee of | 


Claims for the relief of the heirs of Robert Ful- 
| ton; which was read twice, and referred to the 
' Commuttee of the Whole House, and made the 
order of the day for to-morrow; and the bill and 
report were ordered to be printed. 


several reports; which were laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


to the Committee of the Whole, and ordered to 
be printed. 


made adverse reports in several cases; which re- 
printed, 


reported a bill for the relief of the heirs and legal 
representatives of James E. Watson; which was 
read twice, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole, and made the order of the day for to- 
morrow; and the accompanying report was or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. 8. also reported a bill for the relief of 
Charles M. Gibbs; which was read twice, and 
| referred to the Committee of the Whole to-mor- 
row; and the report was ordered to lie on the 
| table, and be printed. 
| Mr. McCLELLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill, which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole, and 
the bill and report were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Lewis Eldridge; 
' which was read twice and referred to the Com- 

mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee 
/ on Public Lands, made an unfavorable report on 
the resolution of the House directing said com- 
mittee to inquire into the expediency of abolishing 
the office of keeper of the public archives in 
Florida. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands was discharged from the 
consideration of that portion of the joint resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Indiana which related 
to the subject of a reduction of postages; and the 
same was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill to amend the act entitled 
** An act to discontinue the offices of the survey- 


It should be a request to the President | 


Mr. VANCE, from the same committee, made |! 


Mr. V. also reported a bill for the relief of | 
William Latrobe and others; which was referred || 
Mr. T. SMITH, from the same committee, |! 
ports were laid upon the table, and ordered to be | 


Mr. STEPHENS, from the same committee, || 





February 15, 


| their surveys are completed; which was read tWica 
|! and referred. 

Mr. D. also from the same committee, r 
a bill to permit actual settlers on the pub! 
| to enter an additional quarter section; wh 
read twice, and referred to the Committe 
Whole House. 

Mr. D. also from the same committee, to wh, 
had been referred the bill giving the assep, , 
| Congress to the sale of certain salt sprin 
the State of Michigan, reported the same w 
amendment. 

Mr. RELFE, from the Committee on the Pog 
Office and Post Roads, made a report on the 
_ petition of Adam L. Mills, with a bill for his ro. 
| lief; which, on motion of Mr. R., was referred 
' to the Committee of the Whole House. 

On motion of Mr. RELFE, the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads was discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of 

Gideon and Robinson Peters. 

Mr. BOYD, trom the Committee on Pabjic 
‘Lands, to which the subject had been réferyeq 
1 made a report, accompanied by a bill, to authorize 

the selection of certain school lands in the Ter;;. 
tories of Florida, lowa, and Wisconsin; which 

was read twice, and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole, and the report ordered to be printed, 
| Mr. McCLERNAND, from the same commit. 
| tee, reported a bill to authorize repayment for 
|lands sold by the United States without author. 
| ity; which was read twice, and referred to the 
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| Committee of the Whole. 

| Mr. COLLAMER, from the same committee, 
reported a bill to amend the act entitled “An act to 
| carry into effect, in the States of Alabama and 
| Mississippi, the existing compacts in regard to 
|| the five per cent. fund and school reservations,” 
which was read twice and referred. 

i} He also, from the same committee, to which 
| had been referred the bill to authorize the Gov- 
}/ ernor of Arkansas to make a selection of certain 
| salt springs belonging to said State, reported the 
| same back to the House without amendment. 

(| On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House; and the bill 
'| and report were ordered to be printed. 

|| Mr. HOUSTON, from the same committee, to 
|| which had been referred the memorial of ——~ 
| Keenan and George W. Manypenny, made a re- 
| port thereon; which was laid on the tdble, and 
|| ordered to be printed. 

i| Mr. REID, of North Carolina, from the same 
|| committee, made an adverse report on the memo- 
| rial of Thompson and others, of Alabama; 
which was laid on the table, at the suggestion of 
|| Mr. Hovsron, who said that he wished to con- 
test the report in the House. 

Mr. R. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Adam S. Mills; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, moved that the committee be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the memorial 
of the heirs of James Reeside. It was impossible 
| (he said) for any standing committee of the House 
_ to wade through the voluminous and complicated 
accounts connected with this case. It ought to 
be referred either to a select committee, or to the 
proper accounting officers of the Government. 
He, however, for the present, moved to lay the 

subject on the table. : 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved that this sub- 

ject be referred to a special committee. 

After some conversation, in which Mr. WIL- 
|| KINS, Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, Mr. SAUN- 
} DERS, and Mr. STEENROD took part, the Ju- 
| diciary Committee was discharged from the further 
} consideration of this subject, and it was referred 
i 





to a select committee of five persons; and the re- 
| port of the Judiciary Committee was ordered to 
| be printed. g 
| Mr. SAUNDERS, from the same committee, 
| reported a bill for the relief of Robert C. Ward; 
| which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
‘| mittee of the Whole House; and the biil and the 
| report were ordered to be printed. ; 
| Mr. FRENCH, from the same committee, re- 


j 
} 
| 
| 


|| ported adversely on a memorial from the bar of 


| St. Louis, praying for a law requiring the hold- 


| ing of a term of the circuit court in October of 


each year at that place for the fair, full, and final 


ors general, in certain land districts, as soon as |! transaction of business as at the April term. The 
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‘ommittee was discharged from its further con- | Mr. BURKE, from the Joint Committee on the 
sideration. Library, reported a joint resolution; which was 


He also made various adverse reports from the 
Committee on the Judiciary: and the committee 
as discharged from their further consideration. 
: Mr. CROSS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Wal- 
vr 8. Cannon and another; which were read 

twice, and committed. : 
Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill granting a pension to 
\illy, an Indian woman of the Creek nation; 
whieh was read twice and committed. 

Mr. FOOT, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of George Wallace; which 
was read twice and committed, — sf 

Mr. COLES, from the Committee on Military 
Agairs, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of Freeman, 
of the marine corps; which was agreed to, 

Mr. HARDIN, from the same committee, re- 
ported back a bill, which had been referred to 
that committee with an amendment; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, made several adverse reports, and 
the committee was discharged from their further 
consideration. 

Mr. ATKINSON, from the same committee, 
made a like motion, with the same result. 

Mr. THOMASSON, from the Committee on | 
Foreign Affairs, reported a bill making an appro- | 
priation to carry into effect the defining of the || 
houndaries between Texas and the United States; || 
which was read twice, and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL, from the same com- 
mittee, moved that the committee be discharged | 
from the further consideration of various memo- 
rials; which was agreed to. 

He also made a report from the same commit- | 
tee on various memorials on the subject of a more 
economical management of our foreign missions; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SIMONS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice and committed: | 

A bill for the relief of Sarah Parker, widow of 
Joseph Parker; 

A bill for the relief of Henry Freeman; and | 

A bill for the relief of John Rose. 

Mr. STEENROD, from the same committee, || 
reported a bill making compensation to pension q - 
agents; which was read twice and committed. Also, the petition of William C. Bostwick, and one hun- 
i NEA ECIE TE nace ann cnnaed seat tha hone |} ered and forty others, citizens of the city of Galena, in the 

; - | State of Mlinois, praying the establishment of a mail route 
had expired for which the rules were suspended, 

Mr. DUNCAN hoped he should be permitted 
to make a report with which he was charged. 

Mr. BOYD moved that the rules besuspended ||“ ajso, the petition of David Jewett, and seventy-one 
for the reception of reports from committees that || others, citizens of tlie State of [linois, praying the establish- 


would not give rise to debate; and the Motion || ment ofa mail route from Pekatomia, iv the county of Win- 
was agreed to nebago, to Rock Grove, in the county of Stephenson, in said 


Mr. DUNCAN, ae erelan ie dat tien ll mate ray afl tae oe ee to the Committee on 
Territories, reported a bill making an appropria- Also, the petition of D, Egerton, and eighty-one others, 
tion to defray the expense of the Legislative As- 
sembly of the ‘Territory of Wisconsin, for the 
year 1844; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions, obtained the discharge of that commit- | 
tee from the further consideration of several me- || 


read three times, and passed. 
Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways 


| further consideration of the memorial of Thomas 


tee of Claims. 


ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved thatthe House adjourn. 
Upon this motion the yeas and nays were de- 
manded and ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 75, nays 61. 

And atten minutes pastthree o’clock, the House 
adjourned. 








The following notices of petitions presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting them: 
By Mr. LABRANCHE: The petition of Beverly Chew 
and others, survivors of Beale’s rifle company, of Louis- 
jana; which*was referred to the Committee on Military 

| Affairs. 
| By Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of Fielding 8. Brown 
for a pension for disability incurred in the service of the 

United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
; Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the memorial of Reuben H. Grant, agent of Jubal 
B. Hancock, protesting against the confirmation of the claim 
of Alabatcha, a Choctaw Indian woman; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The memorial of James M. Temple- 
ton and many others, practical engineers, of St. Louis, Mis- 
souri, in support of the objects of the memorial of the engt- 
neers of Cincinnati, heretofore referred to the Committee 
on Commerce; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. FARLEE: The petition of A. W. Hoyt, and thirty- 
seven Others, of the county of Sussex, State of New Jersey, 
and county of Orange, in the State of New York, for a post 
toad from Deckertown, in said county of Sussex, to Mini 
sink post office, in said county of Orange; which was re 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The memorial of J. C Hillibert, and 
| one hundred and seventy nine others, of Clarke county, 

Iilinois, asking an appropriation of certain refuse lands for 
|| the completion of the national thoroughfare between the 
lakes and the Ohio, by the improvement of the navigation 
of the Wabash. 

By Mr. McILVAINE: The petition of citizens of Erie 
county, Pennsylvania, praying for the improvement of the 
| harbér of Erie. 
| By Mr. HOGE: The petition and accompanying docn- 

ments of Mary H. Hogue, widow of Samuel L. Hogue, de- 
| ceased, praying relief from a judgment recovered by the 
United States against the estate of the said Samuel L. 
Hogue ; which were referred to the Committee on the Ju 
| diciary. 


referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 


abolition of the franking privilege, and the reduction of the 
rates of postage ; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of Joy Sperry, Isane Richards, and fifty- 
one others, citizens of the counties of McDonough and tUan- 
cock, in the State of Illinois, praying the establishment of 
: a mail route from Macomb, in McDonough county, via Blan- 
morials. || densville, La Harpe, Camp Creek, Pontoome, and Appa- 

Mr. MORRIS, and Mr. SMITH, of New York, | nooce to Nauvoo, in said county of Hancock; which was 


made like motions, with the same result. || referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


; Roads. 
Mr. RUSSELL, from the same committee, re- |" Ry Mr. OWEN: The memorial (in the German language.) 
ported a bill for the relief of Daniel Denham; | ofJacob Hesterman, and two bandred and twenty. nine oth- 


which was read twice, and referred to the Com- |) ers, citizens of the United States, and residents of Dubois 
mittee of the Whole House. | 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFY, from the same com- | 
mittee, made an adverse report in the case of | 


|| Wabash river. 
William Kellar. ‘The report was ordered to be Also, the memorial of William Davis, and twenty-nine 


|| the Vineennes land district, to complete the thoroughfare 
1] hers he e effe 
printed, 1 others, to the same effect. 
i} 
' 
| 
| 


| from Lake Erie to the Ohio river, by improvement of the 


: , orial of William Whittlesey, and forty oth- 
Mr. WRIGHT, of Indiana, from the same sienanteimonebetes pancaoaie svinnac pouneils A 
committee, reported a bill for the relief of Owen 
Strong; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House, and the bill and report were 
ordered to be printed. 
On motion of Mr. JAMESON, the Committee | 
on Public Lands were discharged from the further | 
consideration of certain resolutions of the Legis- | 
lature of Missouri. 
Mr. JAMESON reported a substitute for bill 
No. 5; which was read twice, and referred to the 


| same thoroughfare by the completion of the Wabash and 
| Erie Canal. 

| By Mr. HARPER: The petition of Daniel M. Adams, and 
| fifty-eight others,citizens of the counties of Knox, Franklin, 
| and Licking, Ohiv, praying a reduction of the present rates 
of postage, &c. 

By Mr. JONES, of Tennessee : The petition of John W. 
Custer, for pay for a horse Jost in the Florida war ; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. SLIDELL: The petition of Peter Lardiaw, regis- 


i office rent. 


Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to || wickeinisn eid: Gadaunes shanses, leew Gee, Sere pia || pension; which was ordered to lie on the table, 


be printed. 


' route from Ithaca to Havana. 


HONAL GLOBE. — 


and Means, asked to be discharged from the | 
Allen; and the same was referred to the Commit- | 


Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on Rev- || 
olutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief | 
of Richard Eliis; which was read twice, and re- | 


from the said city of Galena, via Bellview to Andrew, in | 
the county of Jackson, and Territory of lowa; which was | 


citizens of Knox county, in the State of INinois, praying the | 


| county, Indiana, praying an appropriation of unsold lands in || 


| ter of the land office at New Orleans, praying to be allowed 
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Also, the petition of one hundred and sixty-six citizens 
| of Hector, New York, for the abolition of the franking priv- 
ilege and reduction of postage ; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
By Mr. YOST: ‘The petition of Susanna Warner, of 
Montgomery county, Pennsylvania, praying for a pension, 
in consideration of the services of her late husband in the 
revolutionary war ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. 
| By Mr. SMITH, of IMinois : The petition of sundry citi- 

zens of St. Clair and other counties, in Lilinois, praying @ 
change in the mail route from Shawneetown to Bellville : 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 


By Mr. BRODHEAD : A petition signed by forty citizens 


| of Warren and Carbon counties, in Pennsylvania, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route from Stroudsburg, the 


| seat of justice of Monroe county, via Snydersville, Fen- 
| Hersville, crossing the Wilkesburg turnpike at or near 
Joseph Altemose’s mill, thence through the townships of 


Ross and Lower Towamensing, to the Lehigh Water Gap 
a distance of thirty-three miles. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, February 16, 1844. 


Mr. BARROW presented a memorial from 
James McPharlan, late physician of the naval 
hospital at New Orleans, praying to be paid a cer 
tain sum of money improperly withheld from him 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the Committee 
on Naval Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Charles S. Wil- 
liamson, and leave was granted to the petitioner 
to withdraw his petition, for the purpose of test- 
ing his claim to a pension under existing law, be- 
fore the proper Department. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a petition from 
Susan Brown, the widow of a deceased naval 
officer, praying that the pension which she re- 
ceived for the services of her husband, until the 
year 1838, may be restored to her; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a petition signed 
by Solon Miller, and other citizens of Linn coun- 
ty, Missouri, asking Congress to establish a post 
office at Sigler’s mills, in that county; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
Evelina Porter, the widow of David Porter, form- 
erly a captain in the Navy of the United States, 
and late minister resident of the United States at 
Constantinople, representing that Congress re- 
fused to grant him an outfit as minister. [Mr. 
B. believed that a bill passed the Senate for that 
purpose, once or twice; but that it was either de- 
feated, or not acted upon in the House.] The 
memorialist also states that whilst her husband 
was in the naval service of the country, he con- 
tributed largely to the naval pension fund; and 

| asks that Congress will place her name on the 

‘list of pensioners, on the same footing as the 

| widows of other officers of equal rank, who died 
| in the service of the United States. On motion 
| by Mr. B., the part of the memorial relating to 
| the outfit was referred to the Committee on For- 
|| eign Relations, and the other portion to the Com- 

mittee on Naval Affairs. 

|_ Mr. B. also presented a memorial from P. 8. 
|| Little, and twenty-five others, citizens of North- 

| ampton county, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
| passage of a law exempting canal boats employed 
| in the coal trade, and in transporting merchan- 
| dise, from paying coasting licenses; which was 
| 


referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
| Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from the 
|| Chamber of Commerce of New York, on the 


| subject of the consular system of China, urging 
| that those appointed as consuls in the ports there 
|| may be given salaries; which was referred to the 
|, Committee on Commerce. 


ST. LOUIS HARBOR. 
|| Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following reso- 
| lution; which lies one day on the table: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to furnish to the Senate a copy of the report re- 
cently made by Captain Cram, of the corps of topograph- 

ical engineers, upon the survey of the harbor of St. Lous, 
| with its accompanying charts, maps, plans, and estimates. 
WAREHAM KINGSLEY 


1 Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on 


| Pensions, made an adverse report on the petition 
| of Wareham Kingsley, praying for an invalid 


omen 


| 





‘| and be printed. 
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ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
On motion, it was ordered, that when the | 


Senate adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 


PEA PATCH ISLAND. 


On motion of Mr. BAGBY, the bill (which a 
few days ago, on his motion, was laid on the 
table) providing for the settlement of the Pea 
Patch [eland, in the river Delaware, was taken 
up for consideration; the question being on or- 
dering the bill to be engrossed for a third read- 


in 

Mr. BAGBY remarked that it had been his in- 
tention, when he moved ta lay the bill on the 
table, to enter into the discussion of its merits; 
but since that time, and after an examination of 
the whole question, he was satisfied of-the pro- 
priety of the vote he should give. He would 
therefore decline prolonging a discussion upon 
it, as he had no desire to consume the time of the 
Senate, and no expectation that any further dis- 
cussion on it would have the effect to change the 
vote he should give. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 


LAND CLAIMS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


The bill to confirm the survey and location of 
Jands in the State of Mississippi, east of Pearl 
river, and south of the thirty-first degree of lati- 
tude, was taken up asin Committee of the Whole, 
on numerous amendments reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HENDERSON said it was the same bill 
which passed the Senate before, without any 
change or modification whatever. It was simply 
a bill to confirm the survey made by the Govern- 
ment of the United States in the district of coun- 
try in Mississippi lying south of the thirty-first | 
degree of north latitude, across that State from 
the border of Louisiana, to the border of Ala- 
bama. ‘There were about four hundred claims to 
be settled under the bill—claims of those settled 
there, who failed or did not show written evi- | 
dence of title, or did not succeed in establishing 
their titles under a former actof Congress. The 
land (he said) was not worth a resurvey, inas- | 
much as the lands have been so long occupied by 
the claimants,a resurvey of them would be a | 
source of greatannoyanceand alarm. ‘Thecom- | 
mittee thought it would be better to confirm the | 
surveys as they are. The bill had received the 
sanction of the parties informally, and the plan 
proposed by it was the most proper and econom- 
ical mode that could be suggested. 

The several amendments proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands were then agreed to. 

Mr. KING was apprehensive that the third sec- 
tion of the bill, which allowed those who were 
dissatisfied with the present survey to have a re- 
survey of their tract, would be productive of ex- 
penses and evils the bill was intended to guard | 
against; and moved to strike out; but after a few 
remarks by Messrs. WOODBRIDGE and HEN- 
DERSON, in explanation, which partly removed 
the objection, he withdrew the motion. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate, 
and the amendments were concurred in; and it 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 


MOUTH OF RED RIVER. 


The engrossed bill to authorize a survey of the | 
mouth of Red river, and for other ptirposes, was 
read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, the message of 
the President of the United States, covering a 
communication from the Governor of Kentucky, 
on the subject of authorizing a publication of a 
digest of the decisions of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, was taken from the table, and 
referred to the Committee en the Judiciary. 


THE COMPROMISE ACT-——THE TARIFF. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the resolution of the 
Finance Committee to postpone indefinitely the 
bill introduced by Mr. McDurrie to reduce the | 
rates of duties under the present tariff to the | 


standard of the compromise act. I 


Mr. PHELPS addressed the Senate in support | 


ject being either useless or a waste of time. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





of the tariff for two hours. He said he could not || to know on what grounds the 


agree with the views of the honorable Senator 
from Maine, in regard to discussion on this eon 
t 
was certainly a subject on which nothing new 
could be advanced on either side; nor was it pos- 
sible, by protracted consideration, to impart to | 
any member of the Senate information relating to 


it that he was not before possessed of. But there /| 


were other reasons for continuing the discussion. 
The matter was, to their constituents, of the 
deepest importance; and he thought they were 
entitled to know the reasons that influenced each 
member of that body in voting for or against the 
measure, 
come to, would have to go forward to the great 
mass of the Americah people, who would affix to 


it the seal of assent or disapproval when the time | 
arrived for them to pronounce judgment on their || 
Representatives. It was, therefore, from the con- || 


viction that their constituents were entitled to | 
know their reasons for voting on this highly im- 
portant question, that he was in favor of full and 
free discussion. The honorable Senator from 
South Carolina described the bill of 1842 as preg- 
nant with absolute and inevitable ruin; while he, 
on the other hand, viewed it as essential to the 
salvation and happiness of the country. That 
honorable Senator also stated it to be a foul and 
faithless violation of the compromise act of 1833. | 
This was strong language; but when it fell on his 
ear, it struck him as coming warmly from the | 
heart, in the heat of the moment, without mean- | 
ing as much as the words, if deliberately used, | 
would convey. He was one of those who voted 
for the act of 1842; and the more he reflected on | 
that vote, the more he felt satisfied with it. He 
was convinced that the opinions of gentlemen 
opposed to that act, that it conflicted with the 
compromise act, were not founded on fact. The 
compromise act was framed, in the first instance, 
to provide for our home interests, and for the 
payment of cash duties. So far, there was no 
difference, as the act of 1842 retained the same 
provisions. Again: the compromise act provided 
for the imposition of duties sufficient to meet the 
national expenditure, but no further. The amount 
authorized to be levied by the compromise act 
was limited to a bare sufficiency to meet the actual 
wants of Government; and he would ask, does 
any gentleman pretend to say that the amount of 
revenue under the bill of 1842 transcends the sum 
thus allowed by the former bill? He need not 
say that, under the operation of the tariff, the 
Treasury was not overflowing; nor was there, 
under it, more duties levied than was barely suffi- 
cient for carrying on the operations of the Gov- 
ernment. In fact, there was not enough collected; 
if there was, the Government would not be, as it 
now was,in debt. The compromise act provided 
for the gradual reduction of duties, from forty 
per cent. downwards. Now this clause, from its 
own nature, became a Jead letter. The bill had 
no power to enforce itself, and became exhausted 
by its own operations. 

This gradual reduction brought down the duties 
from June, 1840, to twenty per cent.; and there, 
it was contended by the opponents of the tariff, 
they should remain, without alteration or revi- 
sion; and whatargument was offered for so leaving 
them guarded against future legislation? Nothing 
more nor less than that the bill of 1833 so willed 
it. Attempting to improve or alter the bill of 1833 
was, then, the only manner in which the bill of 
1842 conflicted with it; and this narrowed the 
question down to whether one Congress has the 
power to repeal or amend a law passed by its pre- 
decessors? If such a doctrine was admitted, all 
laws became a nullity, if not worse, inasmuch as 
no improvements called for by change of time or 
circumstance, dare be introduced or advocated. 
No Senator, he felt certain, was prepared to insist 
on the power of limiting the legislative functions 
of his successor. Such a doctrine would go so 
far to tramme! Legislatures in the exercise of their 
constitutional duties, that no independent man 
would be found to solicit the suffrages of the 
people. 

He was at a loss to know on what ground, or 
by what authority, he, as a member of the Sen- 
ate, could be prohibited from voting for the repeal 
of the compromise, or any other subsequent act, 
which he conscientiously believed, for the common 
weal, torequire change oramendment. He wished 


Whatever decision the Senate might || 
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F Wg 
ebruary: 16, 
gentlemen a 
ing the compromise act based their efforts coe 
to that act a character of sanctity which would 
prohibit action of the Legislature on it. In wha: 
consisted its sacredness? When passed, it wa 
not declared binding on future legislators no, . 
repeal or reverse it. It was considered at typ en: 
_ ment an act of necessity, and passed midst a egy, 
flict of opinions; and was then, as it continued 
no more than any other act on the Statute-book 
_ of the United States, subject to such repeal, ro. 
visions, or alterations as the wisdom of future 
legislators might adopt. It held not the same 
‘character as a bill involving private contested 
rights, the very nature of which would rendoy 
| legislative action on it final and unalterable, |; 
was not a measure carried by unanimous congey;. 
he was not there to vote for or against it, but his 
predecessors—those who represented the sears 
now occupied on that floor by himself and ¢9). 
league—entered their protest, foreseeing the eyils 
it would eventually inflict on the country; but 
majority of the legislative body then thought dit. 
ferent, and to their decision, his State, as in duty 
bound, submitted without a murmur. : 

The Senator from New Hampshire labored 

| hard, and he thought unnecessarily, to show that 

| the tariff was framed with a view to protection, 

| There was no argument required to show that, 

| He avowed that it was framed expressly to pro. 

| tect and encourage the industry of the country; 
he would go further, and assert, openly, and with. 
out qualification, that he would vote for no meas- 
ure that disregarded or was adverse to this 
protection. 

The subject was, he admitted, a complicated 
one, and was presented to the public in sucha 
variety of forms, that it was difficult to know 
which to grapple with first. In one section of the 
country it was held up as being protective, and 
should be therefore eschewed; in another section, 
it was not protective enough, and consequently 
deserving condemnation; elsewhere it was de- 
scribed as unconstitutional; but on what grounds 

_ he was ata loss to know. When the Constitu- 
tion was adopted, this question was well and 
maturely considered; and he believed that the 
power of Congress then granted to impose duties 
for the protection of industry and commerce, 

_ though the wants of the Treasury did not require 

| it, had never been disputed. An unlimited power 
|| to do so was then transferred to Government by 
the States, in as extensive a sense as their several 
| legislative powers could convey it; and from that 
transfer, authorized by the Constitution, is the 
| power stiii held. Mr. P. went on to show that 
neither the framers of the Constitution nor the 
States expressed any wish, or had the remotest 
idea, of limiting or abridging that power—a power 
which, from its very nature, was conducive to 
| the advancement of commerce, which was inva- 
riably blended with prosperity of revenue. The 
question as to whether Congress had the power 
to impose duties solely for protection, without 
any regard to revenue, was, at the present day, 
a matter of speculation more than argument. He 
was satisfied that an amount arising from duties 
imposed with proper discrimination to supply the 

/wants of Government, and leaving no surplus, 
would be sufficient for the protection of the agri- 
cultural and manufacturing interests; and he had 
doubts that, if the amount transcended these 

| limits, the effect would be; in the end, — 


The honorable Senator from South Carolina also 
approves of discrimination, and he is so far right; 


but he does not go far enough, as he confines his 


the benefit of all. 


impracticable. It never was put in practice, a” 
| he was certain it never would be. 


j 


_in his opinion, no choice. 


rom all share in his proposed benefits. 


] leaving all the others to do for themselves. 


‘| eommerce was at all times the most favo 


discrimination to one class, and does not go fot 
The horizontal tariff which 
that gentleman advocates was, he felt convinced, 


e supposes 
that a settled duty of twenty per cent. will pro- 
duce as much as a duty of forty per cent.; 8° 

| that, so far as the revenue is concerned, there !8, 

He advocates low 

|| duties for the benefit of commercial operations. 

He is sensitive for our commercial prosperity; 

but we ask him to extend his views, and not shut 

out the agricultural and manufacturing es 
fi 

a on which he acts is right, only it stops 


alf way, taking care of but one interest, - 
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pranch; it at all times experienced the special || of 1842 had effected two material improvements: 
| first, in the condition of the country, by giving 
sions which happened of late years, it received ti 
any injury, it was from the system of reciprocity, | 


rotection of Government; and if, in the revul- 


and not protection. 
Mr. P. then entered into a history of the causes 


which led to the bill of 1842. The country had || 


just passed through a political revolution, which 


jad shaken it to its center; domestic industry was | 
crushed; commerce was laid prostrate; trade had 
ceased; the resources of the nation were dried up, | 


and the people were in a state of actual bank- 
pg the heavy responsibility imposed on 
them by the expectations and demands of the 
country; they felt their mission was to rescue her 
from approaching ruin; to restore her interests, 
give new life to her industry, and remedy the 
evils which had sprung up under mistaken legis- 


Those chargeable with the bill of 1842, 


employment to its industrial labor; and next, by 
curtailing the expenditures of the country on for- 
eign productions of labor. The true principle 
deduced from experience was applicable to na- 
tions, as well as to individuals; and that was to 
produce as much as you can by industry, and 
keep your expenditures within your means. 
There must, however, as regards nations, be an 
equitable distribution of industry to varied pur- 
suits; it would not do to devote the greatest por- 
tion of labor to one pursuit. The great evil of 


|| this country was, that too much of its labor was | 
| devoted to one pursuit—that of agriculture. To 


lation. Had they failed todo so, or disappointed | 


the expectations of those who sent them, they 


would have been hurled from their seats; they | 


knew that their heads (politically speaking) de- 


nded on their action; and, knowing that, they . 


carried through the tariff, and made it a law. By 


doing so, they satisfied and gave hope to the peo- | 


ple, restored comparative prosperity,and revived 
industry. Mr. P. here entered into a detail of 


the other measures proposed and legislated on by | 
the Whigs during that session, viz: the cur- | 


reney question in relation to a bank of the United |, 


States, bankruptcy law, and distribution of public 
lands—all of which, he contended, were calcu- 
jated for the public good. He then reviewed the 
measures brought forward and advocated by the 
Democratic party, and dwelt on the proposed sub- 
Treasury law, the effects of which he described 
would have been to collect all the specie possi- 
ble, and lock it up in Government vaults, leaving 
the country, with her commercial, agricultural, 
and manufacturing interests, to do for them- 
selves. 

Gentlemen on the other side described the dis- 


tresses of the country at the period before alluded | 


to, as having been caused by overtrading; and so | 


far they were right; but it was not overtrading in 
domestic produce. 


It was by overtrading in the | 


importation of foreign goods, for which they con- | 
tracted debts that it was not in their power to | 


meet. These foreign debts were the evil which 


correct this evil, the protective policy would prove 


| efficient, by diverting some of the excess of labor 


from agriculture to new pursuits, creating new 


| sources of national wealth. 


While it increases our sources of production, 
its tendency is, in the same ratio, to reduce our 
expenditures abroad. The denunciation of the 
protective policy was, then, the denunciation of 
economy; for true economy, as he said before, 
is to produce most, and keep our expenditures 
within our means. To make a nation flourish, 
the means of prosperity must be given to its peo- 
ple. Gentlemen on the other side asked, ‘* were 


| we to destroy the foreign market, and rely alone 


upon the paltry home market we could raise up?”’ 
The friends of the protective policy designed nei- 
ther the one nor the other. They relied on the 
act of 1842 as the means to animate the commerce 
of the country, and turn the balance of trade in 
its favor. They anticipated no such effect as the 
exclusion of imports; for they only locked to the | 
restriction of their excess—a restriction neces- | 
sary to restore the economy of the country, and 
encourage its home industry. What the country 
had suffered from excessive imports, was a warn- | 
ing to guard against such causes of embarrass- 
ment for the future. 

What had been the experience of the world 
since commerce had its origin, but this: that a 


country which produces nothing can export noth- 


left the banks no alternative but to close their | 
doorsand suspend payment, or become bankrupt | 


atonce. It was to meet those evils, and to avert 


anational bankruptcy, that the bill of 1842 was | 
originally framed; and that it had accomplished | 


its purpose, he felt satisfied. There was not 
much heard now, though there was a great deal 
said then, about State debts—those debts which 
brought the country to the verge of ruin. If the 
States, when they borrowed those vast amounts, 


had brought the money into the country, they | 


would have been provided with the means to 
meet their payments as they became due; but in- 
stead of the money, those large loans were re- 
ceived in calicoes and other perishable fabrics, 


which, in a few months, were worn out, and left | 


nothing to show for $200,000,000 of State debts. 


Some said that all these distresses arose from the | 


removal of the deposits; but although he allowed 
that was a dangerous experiment, one mischiev- 
ous in the last degree, yet he could not admit it 
was the origin of the evils which followed. No; the 
withdrawing the deposits was only the first shock, 
that proved the foundation of credit to be under- 
mined. The first and great error was in enabling 


foreigners to impose upon us perishable fabrics | 
in lieu of money; and this being the origin, the | 
policy of the bill of 1842 was to take the evil by | 


the root, and, by protective legislation, to pre- 
vent a similar recurrence. It required not the 
authority of Adam Smith, or the importation of 
English or Scotch books, to show the necessity 
in this country for distribution of labor; and the 
bill of 1842 went to open and encourage a new 
-_ of industry to a surplus agricultural popula- 
ion. 

The best way of examining the subject was to 
look at things as they actually existed. If gen- 
tlemen who rely more on theory than experience 
or facts chose to indulge themselves with specula- 
lve views, letthemdoso. But still the facts and 
the results of experience would remain unchanged ; 
and they had all combined to prove that the act 


| manufactures, her navigation, and all her inter- 


ing, and consequently can import nothing? Even 
a country that produces only one thing, can never | 
be a greatexporting andimportingcountry. Then | 
take a view of another state of the case. What 
has made England the great and extraordinary | 
nation she is, but her commerce? And how did | 
she acquire sucha commerce? Sheacquired her 
preéminence in every respect by means of her 
steady adherence to the protective policy. This | 
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the amount of a nation’s exports determines the 
amount of its imports; and the greater the amount 
you tmport the greater will be the amount of your 
exports. Admitting that to be a well-founded 
rule, did not gentlemen see the inevitable conse- 
quence with regard to the protective system? It 
was quite obvious that the more you can diver- 
sify your labor, so as to produce the greatest 
variety of desirable articles of production for 
other markets, the more you increase your abil- 
ity to export, and, consequently, your ability to 
import. 

The Senator from South Carolina complains 
that the effect of the act of 1842 has been to re- 
duce our imports. Suppose it has: was there 
not a great evil in excessive importation, which 
it was necessary to correct? If, in correcting this 
evil, we can, at the same time, bring into new life 
and vigor our own industry, do we not confer a 
double benefit on the country? Would the Sen- 
ator have us find a remedy for the excessive im- 








| ports which plunged the country in debt to for- 


eign capitalists, in the encouragement of a still 
larger excess of importations and indebtedness? 
What have we lost by curtailing the foreign im- 
ports?) Suppose we have cut off $40,000,000 of 
the foreign supply: can we not, if necessary, fill 
up the vacancy by $40,000,000, the production 
of our own industry? and can we not thereb 
prevent the expenditure of $40,000,000 of our 
means abroad, for foreign labor ?—making a dif- 
ference of $80,000,000 to this country. But the 
benefits would not be confined to this limit; for, 
if our manufacturing system could, by this pol- 
icy, be built up to that elevation which our facil- 
ities authorized, might we not become exporters 
of manufactured fabrics to various parts of the 
world? Had we not actually already made a 
beginning with regard to our cotton cloths? We 
now send our manufactures to China, inexchange 
for what we used to pay Spanish dollars for. 
Instead of sending specie to China, for such of 
its productions as we want, we now send the 
fabrics made by our own industrial labor. So it 
is with regard to South America. And why not 
enlarge the sphere of our commerce in this way 
with every part of the world ? 

The Senator from New Hampshire imagines 


| that, if we make a home market for cotton, we 


gave effect to the elements of greatness which she || 


possessed in the diversity of her pursuits of pro- 
ductiveness. She protected her agriculture, her 


ests; and we see the results in her present preém- 
inence. If we, too, study to promote and sustain | 


our commerce, we can devise no more certain || 
| means of doing it than that of our present protec- | 
tive policy. We must encourage diversity of 


pursuits, and give to labor a reward sufficient not 
only for its maintenance, but to leave a surplus 


for expenditures on something beyond the neces- || 


| saries of life—on the comforts, if not the luxuries, | 


| to consume them. 


which yield your revenue. When you have 
placed your people in this condition, they may, 
with more safety, be left to themselves to regulate 
the exchangeable value of their various produc- | 
tions. Contrast this condition with thatin which 
they were placed by your approach to a free-trade 
policy. Then the country was overflowed with 
foreign importations, and the people had not the 
means to purchase them. They had to be re- | 
turned unsold, because the people were too poor | 
Now, the protectiv@ policy is 

to insure the people the ability to become con- 


sumers of a due proportion of foreign imports. || 


But the evil effects did not fall on foreign imports 
alone, when the people were not able to buy them; 
these effects extended to our own agriculture; for 
the people being poor, could not purchase or con- 
sume, at former prices, the beef, pork, butter, 
lard, and other products, which they had been in 
the habit of consuming. The prices of these 
articles fell one half—in some instances to one 
quarter. These were facts—this was experience. 
We needed no theories of political economists on 
those points, for we could see them with our own 
eyes. 

"One of the rules generally adopted was, that ' 


necessarily destroy the market for it abroad. It 
was a great error to suppose the one a conse- 
quence of the other. Before we encouraged and 
protected the growth of sugar in this country, we 
exchanged our agricultural products with the 
West India islands, so that our exports and im- 
ports approximated in value. Since the protective 
policy had been adopted, our imports from the 
West Indies fell off rapidly; but did that diminish 
our exports? Notatall. We now actually ex- 
port to the West Indies products amounting to 
$3,204,346, and only take in exchange $826,000 of 
their products; receiving, for the balance, money 
or credits on England. 

Mr. P. went into a variety of details and sta- 
tistics to prove that the quantity of our agricul- 
tural products consumed by England and her de- 
pendencies were extremely trifling in comparison 


|| with the whole amount of our agricultural pro- 


ductions. He contended that it only amounted 


| to a one hundredth part; and that Massachusetts 


alone consumed more of the products of other 
States than Great Britain and her dependencies 
took all together. The policy of this country was 
to seek out new markets for her productions; and 


|| if none could be found abroad, to create a market 


at home. . i 
Mr. P., in conclusion, expressed his conviction 


| that no apprehensions need be entertained that a 


disposition to an extent or in the slightest degree 
alarming, could ever arise in this country to dis- 


| solve the Union. The tendencies supposed by 


some to point that way were few, and confined 


‘to the opinions of individuals merely, who did 
not themselves expect or seek that result. He 


i which had infecte 


had equally little apprehensions of the fanaticism 
a trivial part of the North. 


| There was an attachment to the Union which 


' never could be overco’ne. 


Individuals may talk, 


| threaten, and bluster; but that man did not exist 


who could dare to raise his hand in this country 
for the dismemberment of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Senate 
adjourned. 


i 
| 
| 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 16, 1844. 


The Journal having been read and approved, 

Mr. WINTHROP announced the presence of 
J. P. Kenxepy, a member elect from the State of 
Maryland. 

The usual oath was administered, and Mr. K. 
took his seat. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. WELLER proposed to correct the Jour- 
nal, so that it should be stated that the question 
of the right of the members from Missouri and 
Mississippi was taken upon each State, and not 
upon each individual; because a division of the 
question by individuals was not proposed by any 
one. 

The correction was accordingly made. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- | 


lowing executive communications: 


A letter from the Treasurer of the United States, | 


transmitting the accounts of the services of the 


Post Office Department for the year ending the | 


Ist of July, 1843. 


Another, transmitting a report upon the claim 


of the legal representatives of Robert C. Jen- | 


nings, James Roddy, and Robert B. Carter, 
against the United States. 


a portion of the members of the committee. 
The report being received by general consent, 
Mr. GILMER moved that it be laid upon the 

table. He expected that other reports would be 

made by other members of the committee, and 
perhaps it would not be fair to ask for the print- 
ing of this report in advance of the others. He 


| therefore moved that this report be laid on the 


One from the Secretary of the Navy, transmit. | 


ting statements of the expenditures of the bureau 
of medicine and surgery since its establishment 
to the present time; unpaid claims against said 


bureau; copies of contracts for supplying the | 


Navy with butter and cheese; and a statement of 
the expenditure for the sick in each of the naval 
hospitals and naval stations. 

Also, another transmitting a statement of the 
expenditures of the Florida squadron whilst 


under the command of Lieutenant John T. Me- |! 


Laughlin, and a statement of his accounts as pur- 
ser for the same squadron; the number of men in 
the squadron; the charges of misconduct against 
the said Lieutenant John T. McLaughlin; and a 


copy of the proceedings of the court-martial || 


which tried Lieutenant R. Tansall, of the United 
States marine corps. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting a statement of the appropriations for the 
naval service on the 20th June, 1843. 

A letter from the Commissioner of Patents, 
transmitting his annual report of the operations 
of the Patent Office for the year 1843. 


INSANE ASYLUM. 


The bill from the Senate, providing for the 
support of the insane asylum in the District of 
Columbia, was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 


UNITED STATES COURTS. 
The bill from the Senate, changing the times 


of holding the courts at Clarksburg and Wheel- | 


ing, in the western district of Virginia, and the 
circuit courts of the United States for the district 


of Arkansas, was read, and then, after being car- | 


ried through the usual forms, was passed. 


SALT SPRINGS. 


The bill giving the assent of Congress to the 
sale or other disposition of certain salt springs 


and mineral lands, heretofore granted to the State || 


| 
j 
} 
} 
j 
| 
| 
| 


| 


of Michigan, was read the third time and passed. | 


MASSACHUSETTS RESOLUTIONS, 


Mr. GILMER asked leave of the House to 
make a report; and, in doing so, begged leave to 


state that 1t was from a portion of the committee | 
raised on the resolutions of the Legislature of | 
Massachusetts proposing a change of the Con- | 


stitution. It was along time since referred to 
that committee; and this morning they came to 
the conclusion, b 

inexpedient for Pena to recommend to the 
States the change of Constitution proposed by 


the Legislature of Massachusetts. meee also | 
er or | 
members of the committee to assign their reasons | 


adopted a resolution authorizing any mem 


in an argumentative report sustaining the grounds 
on which the committee came to a decision on 
the subject 


| mittee on Military Affairs. 
| 
| 


table, and printed with the others when they 
came in, 
The motion was agreed to. 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


| their constitutions, 
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'| asked leave of the House to report the views of | deprived in consequence of law. 
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ved wen There was 
nothing in the constitutions of any of the Siay, 
prohibiting the abolishment of slavery, excen 
tour of them; and they had the power to Change 


Mr. S. here referred to the decisions of Jude. 
McLean, to show how the institution of slavery 
was regarded in the courts of the United States 


as established in some of the States, and reco’ 


_ nized in the Constitution. That was the opinic, 
i ' 7 
, of Judge Baldwin, after the matter had been ably 


Mr. C. JOHNSON presented the proceedings | 


of a military cofvention in the State of New 
York, asking, among other things, the abolition 


of the Military Academy at West Point, and to | 


apply the money expended upon it to the instruc- 
, tion of the militia; which were :eferred to the Com- 


REPORT ON THE RULES. 


Mr.WELLER called for the orders of the day. 
The SPEAKER announced that the first busi- 


| ness before the House was the report of the Com- | 


| mittee on the Rules, on which the gentleman from 
Maine {[Mr. Severance] had the floor. 

Mr. SEVERANCE observed that he did not 
propose to occupy the time of the House in dwell- 


| Ing on the origin, history and importance of the | 
| right of petition; nor did he deem it necessary to | 


rule, and see what it is: 


* No petition, memorial, resolution, or other paper pray- 
ing the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia, or 
| any State or Territory. or the slave trade between the States 
or Territories of the United States in which it now exists, 
| shall be received by the House, or entertained in any way 
| Whatever.*? 


| of petition on other subjects, no gentleman would 


| pretend to say, in regard tothe subjects mentioned | 


occupy much time in arguing that the 2Ist rule | 
contravened thatright. Letus (said he) read that | 


? . : . | 
Now, however this rule might affect the right | 


| in this rule, itexisted at all while it remained in | 


| force. 


| fused. What were they? 


Here were four matters prohibited in this | 
| rule, in relation to which petitions were to be re- | 
Why, in the first | 


| place, petitions for the abolition of slavery in the | 
| District of Columbia, or any State or Territory, | 


| were prohibited. What was the reason for this 
| prohibition? Who had ever seen a petition for 
the abolition of sonar in the States or Territo- 
| ries of this Union? e had never seen one; and 


, he would venture to assert that, among the vast 


|, number of petitions presented by the gentleman 
| from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] not one was | 


to be found. How was it with regard to peti- 
tions for the abolition of slavery in the District 
of Columbia? Many gentlemen in the House— 
| probably a large majority of them —were of opin- 
ion that it was inexpedient to abolish slavery in 
this District; but this did not constitute a suffi- 
cient reason for the exclusion of petitions on that 
subject. We are (said he) bound to receive pe- 
titions, and certainly should not exclude them on 
grounds of expediency only. Nothing but con- 


sion. He would here make one remark in re- 
gard to the constitutionality of abolishing slavery 
in this District. He thought it was sufficiently 
demonstrated the other day, by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts and the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, that Congress possessed all the power 
over the subject that the States of Virginia and 
Maryland had before the cession; and in order to 


power te abolish slavery, Mr. S. read extracts 
from the constitutions of those States. 

Here it was distinctly stated, that the people of 
Virginia, in their sovereign capacity, had the 
power to take away private property; and could 


therefore take away slaves, provided they were | 
; | property; and this power existed in every State 
a deliberate vote, that it was 


of the Union. On what right did slavery rest as 
property? It rested on law, and law could be 
| repealed; and in repealing such law, it would not 
be taking away private property, but would only 
be restoring the slave to his natural rights. When 
a State exercised its sovereign power in liberating 
a man who was held in slavery, it did not take 
away private property; it was only restoring the 


| 


Under this authority, therefore, he i} man to his natural rights, of which he had been 


stitutional objections could authorize their exclu- | 


prove that Virginia and Maryland possessed the | 








| 


| argued on both sides. He then referred tO & Case 


which was argued in Mississippi—in which q:. 
gument Mr. Walker, now a United States Sena. 
tor from that State, took part—to show that ths 
same principle has been recognized ; that the Stay 
might declare that negroes were not merchandise. 
and that the State might abolish slavery withi, 
her limits. This, it was conceded, was a Sia 
power, over which it never was designed tha 
Congress should have any power in the States. 
but it was settled conclusively that every Stai 
might declare whether negroes should or shouy\d 


, not be property within her limits. This power 


he observed, had been exercised by Pennsyly, 
nia, New York, and some other States. Hayine 
established this position, he inquired how any 
provision of the Constitution which prohibits the 
taking of private property could be made to ap. 
ply to negro slaves in any way whatever? And 
if they were set at liberty, they were not taken 
for the public use, but restored to their natura! 
rights as citizens and members of the commu. 
nity. 

He next proceeded to show the origin of this 
provision of the Constitution, which prohibits 
the taking of private property but for the public 
use, and then only on the payment of just com. 
pensation. He said it originated in the Virginia 
convention; but Virginia, at that time, never 
dreamed of prohibiting the abolition of slavery by 
the State government. But the same Constitution 
declared that no person should be deprived of life, 
liberty, or property; and under this provision of 
the United States Constitution—which overrode 
all State laws and regulations, every slave was 
entitled to his liberty. ‘Fhe States of this Union 
—more especially the southern States—were per- 
ticularly jealous of conferring power on Congress 
over slavery in any way; but Patrick Henry 
thought that the General Government possessed 
such power, under the article of the Constitution 


' in relation to the public defense and general wel- 


fare; and therefore he was opposed to agreeing to 
the adoption of the Constitution. Patrick Henry 
said that clause gave to the General Government 
power, in case of war, or other emergency, to 
call to its aid all fighting men, whether bond or 
free, and to liberate the slaves. A serious charge 
had been made against the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Apams] for making such a dec- 
laration—the gentleman who made the charge not 
knowing that the declaration originated with Pat- 
rick Henry, and not with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

If, then, the State governments possessed the 
power to abolish slavery within their respective 
limits at their pleasure, why could not Congress, 


| as the Legislature of this District, abolish slavery 


| 
} 
| 
i 








| 
| 


within these ten miles square? ‘There was no 
doubt that Congress possessed the power to do 
it. The State of Mississippi, he believed, had 
introduced a provision into its constitution, pro- 
viding that slavery should not be abolished except 
on the payment of compensation to the owners 
of slaves; but that provision could be altered by 
the people of the State, and they could determine 
the question of abolition, with or without com- 
pensation, as they might think fit. This power 
existed in all States. The power to repeal or alter 
was coexistent with the power to enact. Why, 
even this House (to say nothing of its power t 
repeal) had nullified a law heretofore enacted by 
Congress, and approved and signed by the Pres- 
ident. If that, then, could be done, there could 
be no doubt of the power to repeal existing !n& 
body which possessed the power to create. Sla- 
very exists in this District at this time, by virtue 
of a law of Congress; and would any gentleman 
say that Congress could not repeal a law hich 
Congress had made? sate 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Has 
mETT] enlarged somewhat upon some statistics, 
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which he found in the late census returns, in re- | 
jation to-insanity in the North. Now, this mat- || 
er of insanity among the colored population at | 
the North was alla mistake, occasioned by the || 
misplacing of some figures in the returns, one | 
column having been put in the place of another. 


j 
The gentleman from Mississippi said those re- || 





turns showed that, in the State of Maine, the || 
colored people were insane or idiots, in the pro- 
ortion of one in fourteen; and he would give the 
House a specimen of the accuracy of these re- | 
turns. ‘There were six towns in the Staté of 
Maine in which these returns gave nineteen in- 
cane or idiots, as among their colored population, 
when’ the truth was, that in those six towns, | 
there was only one colored individual of any sort. 
As, then, the gentleman’s argument was founded 
in error, it was unnecessary to do more than to 
show the existence of the error, which he had 
done. But the gentleman also enlarged on the 
amount of crime in such large cities as Philadel- 
phia, committed by colored persons; and he | 
would admit that that class of our population, | 
throughout the country, was placed in circum- 
stances which were sufficient to drive them to the 
commission of crime. The serfs of Russia were 
a degraded class; they were kept as a separate 
class; the motives of ambition which operated on 
other classes, were not permitted to influence || 


them; and so it was with our colored people; and || 
was itat all strange that such results should fol- || 
low? But he must be permitted to say, that in 
the matter of pauperism, if he was rightly in- 
formed, in the city of Philadelphia the colored 
ople—the free blacks—paid more than they 
drew for the use of the poor, though so great a 
roportion of them were poor; and were driven, 
be their poverty, to seek for employment in the 
streets, or in the meanest menial employments. 
The gentleman from Mississippi also told them | 
that the condition of their slaves was such that the 
white population had noapprehension from them, | 
and that they never locked their doors, and had | 
no use for locks whatever. Hesaid they had no 
crime, except in some petty towns which were 
inhabited by Yankees. Now, it might be true 
that there were some Yankees there who were not 
very honest; they had had some in New England, 
who, to avoid the payment of their debts, or per- 
haps the consequences of crime, had gone to Mis- 
sissippi; but at the North, they had, at least, a | 
decided majority of honest men—a majority that | 
not only — their own debts, but preserved the 
faith of the States to which they belonged. In 
Mississippi, he was sorry to say, the majority 
wasnot so. But was it reasonable to suppose that 
the few Yankees of whom the gentleman from | 
Mississippi spoke, had got possession, not of the | 
petty towns which he said they occupied, but of 
the government of the entire State? If that were || 
not so, he really hoped the honest portion of the |, 
inhabitants of Mississippi would themselves take | 
possession of the government of their own State, || 
and restore its character, The stock of their Yan- |, 
kee States was, in every instance, good; and the || 
State of Maine was obliged to pay a premium on || 
the purchasing up of her own stock, which had | 
some time torun. ‘They could not take it up in || 
any other way; and the credit of the other New || 
England States was equally as good, nobody || 
doubting that they would pay theirdebts; nobody || 
expecting that the dishonest portion of their pop- | 
ulation would ever be in the majority. 
He next alluded to the remarks of the gentle- | 
man from Mississippi in relation to the petition | 
of certain ladies of Massachusetts, praying for a | 
repeal of the law which prohibited the intermar- 
rage of blacks and whites. He admitted the || 
truth of the statement, and also that the prohib- || 
itory law had been repealed; but to what did it || 
amount? He asked if there were any such law || 
in any other State prohibiting the marriages of | 
blacks with the whites? He believed there was | 
not. It might possibly be said that there was no 
necessity for such a law in the South, and he | 
would remark that the same answer would apply | 
to Massachusetts; but it was fully evident that 
there was some amalgamation in the South, for 
there were observable, people of various colors. 
He took up other remarks of the gentleman from 
Mississi pi, and replied to them seriatim; and 
spoke of the abolition of slavery in South Amer- 
tea. In some cases it had been accomplished by 
revolution. He likewise told the gentlemen of 
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the South that their reliance was on the law and 
order party of the North and East, rather than 
the Democracy, to whom the gentleman from 
Mississippi had appealed. 

He quoted from the resolutions of certain Dem- 


| ocratic meetings in the East, to show the extent 


of their radical principles, in proof of his position 
that the Democrats were in danger of coming in 
conflict with the right of property. 

There was but one way in which the excite- 
ment which exists could be ee and that was 
for Congress to perform the duty incumbent upon 


| it, and to abolish slavery within its own jurisdic- 


tion. He did not mean to say that agitation would 
even then altogether cease; but it would, at least, 
be confined to the States where siavery exists. 
The people out of those States would have noth- 
ing to do with the matter. There would be no 
strife of parties; there would be no political 
abolition parties, such as there were now. He 
did not regard the efforts of the Abolitionists of 
the North as at all to be deprecated, so long as 
they confined themselves within the limits of the 


| Constitution, within which he meant always to 


confine himself. But there was a party at the 


| North in the process of formation—a party which 


was increasing, and which would continue to in- 
crease if Congress neglected its duty; a party 


| which denied to every man who was a slave- 


holder, or who abetted slavery, any participation 
in the government of the country. He did not 
belong to any such party, nor was he willing so 
fdr to interfere with the rights of others; while 


| the Union existed, they were bound to extend 


. 


| the benefits of the Union to all parties. They 
| had no right to interfere in the question of sla- 


very further than they possessed legislative power 


|| to act upon it. But that little party which now 


seemed no bigger than a man’s hand upon the 
verge of the horizon, if Congress neglected to do 


| its duty, might eventually overspread the whole 


horizon, and dash this Capitol in fragments by 
its lightning. 

One.word as to the policy of abolishing slavery 
within the District of Columbia. He believed 
the example of such abolition would have a sal- 
utary effect. There had been frequent manitesta- 


| tions of the wishes of the people of this District 
| to get rid of slavery. If there were no slaves, 
|| there would be a rapid increase of free popula- 


tion. Here was a noble river, having excellent 
water-power, equal, if not superior, to any in the 


| United States; and the mechanics and working- 


men of the North would collect here in great 
numbers, if there were no slaves, and trade and 
commerce would increase and flourish. But so 
long as slavery existed, the artisans and others 
of the North would never be induced to come 
and mingle with the slave population. 

It was said to be a law of physics that every 
tenth wave of the sea which breaks upon the 
beach is larger than the rest. Whether this were 
true or not, it would be found to be true in polit- 
ical economy, that every tenth northern wave 
would sweep down upon the South with increased 
force. He hoped to see the day when their friends 
of the South would be satisfied that it was for 
their interest to take away the cause of all this 
warfare. They talked with much feeling about 
being deprived of the advantages of the repre- 
sentation based upon their slave population. 

They might have a much larger representation 
than they now have, if they would permit all 
their inhabitants to be counted, instead of taking 
three fifths. 

The resolutions which had been presented to 


| Congress from the Legislature of Massachusetts, 


seemed to have caused great excitement. . Gen- 
tlemen cried out that the Constitution was about 
to be destroyed. What did those resolutions ask 
for? That the Constitution should be altered, so 
that none other than free citizens of this Union 


should be represented here. Was this an unrea- | 
sonable request? The slave States (with one ex- | 


ception, he believed,) paid no attention to the 


provision of the Constitution which permitted | 


them an additional Representative on account of 


land, Virginia, and South Carolina, he believed 
the apportionment of representation was arbitra- 
rily fixed. In North Carolina the basis of rep- 
resentation was Federal population. In Kentucky, 
it was based upon the number of qualified electors. 
In Tennessee, it was based upon the number of 
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taxable citizens. In Louisiana, it was arbitrarily 
fixed 

The SPEAKER announced the expiration of 
the morning hour. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER remarked that there were sev- 
eral private bills upon the Calendar, which would 
be the first business in order. 

Mr. ELMER asked leave to report a bill; but, 
objection being made, leave was not granted. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


The House proceeded to take up the Calendar 
of Private Bills, the first of which was a bill for 
the relief of the widows and orphans of the offi- 
cers and marines of the United States schooner 
Grampus, lost at sea, the pending question being 
upon the amendment proposed by Mr. Frick, 
that where there were no parents of the deceased, 
the allowance should go to the minor brothers 
and sisters. 

Mr. HALE inquired if that had not been once 
voted on already. 

The SPEAKER replied that the vote had been 
taken upon striking out ‘* brothers’’ and ‘ sis- 
ters;’’ but the present motion was for the inser- 
tion of ** minor brothers and sisters.”’ 

Mr. BARNARD asked if it would now be in 
order to move to recommit the bill, with instruc- 
tions to insert the words whick had been stricken 
out when the bill was last before the House? 

The SPEAKER replied that it would be in 
order. 

Mr. BARNARD then submitted that motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said he thought it was not 
competent for the House to amend a clause of a 
bill which had gone to the Senate and been re- 
turned without any amendment of that clause. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the gentleman 
was mistaken; this bill had not been before the 
Senate at all. 

Mr. BARNARD hoped the House would con- 
sent to recommit the bill, and restore the words 
which had been stricken out. He knew of cases 
of great hardships where the representatives of 
the unfortunate persons who went down in the 
Grampus were entirely dependent upon the cur- 
rent pay of their deceased relations. 

[A message from the President of the United 
States was here delivered by Joun Ty ven, jr.. 
Private Secretary, who announced to the Spenber 
that the President had this day signed the act to 
refund the fine imposed upon General Jackson at 
New Orleans. ]} 

Mr. HAMLIN hoped the bill would not be 
recommitted. The gentleman said that this bill 
was in accordance with precedent; but, though I 
regard precedent as much as I should, when it is 
based on right and justice, and will be bound by 
it then only, I do not believe we should bind our 
hands or shut up our mouths because some gen- 
tleman has found out a precedent. He would not 
go for precedents with that blind devotion which 
makes the wrong of yesterday the right of to-day. 
He would vote for the bill as it now stood, but he 
would vote for it more cheerfully had it been lim- 
ited to the wives of the deceased, One single sug- 

gestion more. The gentleman from Louisiana 
had placed this bill upon another and different 
ground. He had called in to its support the com- 
mercial laws regulating insurances, and contended 
that Congress should give to these individuals one 
year’s pay; because it was an established usage 
among underwriters, that payment shail not be 
made till one year after the loss of the vessel, 
where that loss is not proved directly. Now, he 
did not see the application of that rule, though he 
was inclined to think that it would apply in a man- 
ner different from that intended by the gentleman. 
In conclusion, he would detract nothing from the 
meritorious services of our officers and soldiers. 
Heaven forbid that he should; but there were 
other individuals in the community who have as 
| strong claims on the sympathy and gratitude of 
the country as the officers of the Navy, who 





|| have fought the battles of the country in time of 
their slaves. In the States of Delaware, Mary- | 


peace. ‘l‘here were the fathers of the Revolution, 
who had as strong claims; and the principle sought 
to be established in this bill ought, with as much 
justice, to be applied to them as to the Navy 
officers. 

Mr. WELLER observeil that this was the day 
assigned for the consideration of private bills, and 
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it certainly should be the object of gentlemen to | coming before the people again as a candidate for 
gy to that business without unnecessary de- || election to Congress. For these reasons, he asked 


ay, if they wished to avoid a protracted session. || 
This bill had, in his opinion, been amply dis- || 
cussed; every gentleman had made up his mind 
on it; and if the discussion were continued, it | 
would be only on collateral questions connected 
with the subject. If he believed that any advant- | 
age would result to the House or the country by | 
continuing this debate, he would not make the 
motion which he rose to offer; but, believing that 
nothing could be gained by it, he moved the pre- 
vious question. 

The question was put on seconding the eall for 
the previous question, and resulted—ayes 57, 
noes 34. 

No quorum voting, tellers were called for and 
an 

Mr. HALE moved to lay the bill on the table; 
and called for the yeas and nays on the question; 
which were ordered; and the roll being called, | 
resulted—yeas 64, nays 92. 

- the House refused to lay the bill on the 
table. 

Mr. HAMLIN asked if it would be in order || 
to offer an amendment, provided the gentleman || 
from Ohio withdrew the previous question ? 

Mr. WELLER said that he could not with- || 
draw the call for the previous question. 

The previous question was then seconded ; and 
the main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER stated the main question to 
be on the amendment to insert the words, ‘‘ and 
there being no parent, the minor brothers and 
sisters,’’ 

The question being taken, resulted—ayes 62, | 
noes 66. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question then came up on engrossing the 
bill for a third reading; and on this question the 
yeas and nays having been ordered, resulted in 
yeas 110, nays 67. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

‘The bill was then read a third time and passed. 

The hiouse next took up a billentitled * A bill | 
for the relief of Jane McGuire, widow of Thomas 
MecGuire;”? which was read a third time and 
yassed, 

The House next took up a bill for the relief of 
Joseph Kimball, which was awaiting its engross- | 
ment. 

Some explanations were made by Mr. JOHN- 
SON, and Mr. VANCE, the former opposing, 
and the latter defending the bill. 

The question recurred upon the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved that the bill be laid | 
upon the table; which was carried. 

Mr. GIDDINGS gave notice that he should | 
move a reconsideration of the vote just given. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired if the genuleman 
from Ohio had voted in the affirmative? 

Mr.GIDDINGS replied thathe had, and moved | 
that the further consideration of his motion to re- | 
consider be postponed until this day week; which 
was lost. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
for reconsideration, and decided in the negative. 

The bill for the relief of Isaac Plummer was 
ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time. 

The bill for the relief of Jonathan Bean was 
taken up, the question being upon its engross- 
ment, and ordering it for a third reading. 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
CULLOM and C. JOHNSON; after which, 

The question was taken on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and decided in 
the aflirmative—ayes 71, noes 62. 

The question coming up on the passage of the 
bill, \! 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and resulted—yeas 72, 


_— 79. 

r. NEWTON asked leave to withdraw the 
memorial of Mr. Goggin, contesting the seat of 
the Hon. Tuomas W. Gitmer. Mr. N. observed 
that, in withdrawing his memorial, Mr. Goggin 
did not concede that Mr. Girmer had been duly | 
elected; but, inasmuch as he had been appointed | 
to a high office, and had sent his letter of resig- 
nation to the Governor of Virginia, the object Mr. | 
Goggin and his friends had in view was accom- || 
plished, so as to allow him a fair opportunity of || 





leave to withdraw his memorial, 
The leave asked was granted; and, on motion 
of Mr. NEWTON, the House adjourned. 


aos 


The following petitions, presented to day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. DANA: The petition and papers of James Craw- 
ford, praying for a pension ; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of [ndiana: The petition of George Mil- 


ton and one hundred and twenty others, citizens of Daviess | 


county, Indiana, asking a donation of land to assist in com- 
pleting the Wabash and Erie Canal to the Ohio river. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Connecticut: The petition of 
George W. Clark and others, of Haddam, Connecticut, 
praying payment for coping and other stones delivered the 
United States, at Fort Adams, Rhode Island; which was 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Ilinois: The memorial of the Rev. 
John M. Peck, of Illinois, a passenger on board the steamer 
Shepherdess at the time of the destruction thereof, giving 
an account of the obstructions to the safe navigation of the 
Mississippi river and its tributaries, and calling the attention 
of Congress to the removal of the same ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN, of es The petition of Mary 
B. Francisco, widow of Peter Francisco, deceased, praying 
for a pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE: The petition of Amasa Brown, praying 
io ve placed on the roll of invalid pensioners. 


By Mr. HUNT, of New York: The petition of citizens | 


of Orleans county, for the completion of Oak Orchard har- 
bor. 
By Mr. JOHNSON, of Ohio: The petition of E. Short, 


|| and forty-six others, citizens of Washington county, Ohio, 
| praying for the establishment of a mail route from Morris- 
| town, Belmont county, to Lowell, Washington county ; 


which was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 


|| and Post Roads. 


By Mr. BRODHEAD: The petition of Peter S. Michler, 
and twenty-eight others, citizens of Northampton county, 


| Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of a law exempting 
|, canal boats employed in the coal trade, and the transporta- 


tion of merchandise and produce, from coasting licenses ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. ATKINSON: The memorial of the Common 


| Council of the borough of Norfolk, asking compensation for 


the use of the town hall by the United States ; which was 


| referred to the Committee of Claims. 


By Mr. HALE: The petition of Mary Pike fora pension ; 
whieh was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Thomas D. Morrison, for arrears ot 
pension; Which was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Henry M. Poor, and others, that 
Thomas D. Morrison may receive arrears of pension ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Jeremiah Noble and Moses Noble, 
owners of schouner Privado, for a fishing bounty; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio: The petition of Josiah Dil- 


lon, asking remuneration for money by him expended as 
|| assistant deputy quartermaster general for the use of the 


Army of the United States while in its service in the year 
1514; which was referred to the Committee of Claims 

By Mr. GILMER: The petition of John or Julia Parrott, 
fora pension; which was referred to the Committee on 


|! Pensions. 


By Mr. DAWSON: The petition of Mary Bulhed, for 
confirmation of land inherited from Adam and Jobu Tinkle, 
in the parish of East Baton Rouge, Louisiana. 

Also, the petition ofa large number of the citizens of the 
parish of Madison, Louisiana, for a donation of public lands 
to enable the parish to make levees, &c. 

By Mr. SAMPLE: The petition of Solomon Fowler and 
thirty-three others, citizens of the Winnamae and Fort 
Wayne land districts, in Indiana, praying that a regulation 
may be made by law for reclaiming marsh and waste lands 
in said districts by drainage. 

By Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin: The memorial of the 
Council and House of Representatives of the Territory of 
Wisconsin, asking Congress to amend the law of the 29th 


| of August, 1849, ** for the support of government in the Ter- 


ritory of Wisconsin, and for other purposes ;”’ and asking 


| that the appropriations for the Legislative Assembly of said 
| Territory may be increased to the amount now appropri- 


ated for the Territory of Florida ; which was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the memorial of the Council and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Territory of Wisconsin, asking the passage 
of a law of Congress for the sale of the reserved mineral 
lands in the said Territory ; and that patents may be issued 


|| for lands heretofore sold under the proclamation of the 


President of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee ou Public Lands. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, February 17, 1844. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
REPORT ON THE RULES. 


The SPEAKER announced the report of the 
Committee on the Rules to be the business in order 
for the morning hour. 

Mr. CAMPBELL was entitled to the floor; 


but, in consequence of a hum of conversation 


which prevailed through the Hall, and the mod- 
erate tone of voice in which he spoke, he was not 
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| very distinctly heard. He was understo 












February 17, 


. 7 0d to coy 
mence with the observation that several] we 


gentlemen who had opposed the adoption of the 
25th rule, and the motion to recommit with “ 
structions, which was now pending, particulars, ‘onde 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr, Wr. 7 


| 7 . w 
| THROP,]| had displayed much parliamentary learn, —* 
ing in support of the positions which they had huse 
assumed; but, like re 
“The ducker who went to shoot the plover, tts 
The gun recoiled, and knocked him over.” hs ° . 


But, that he might do justice to the gentlemay 







there—a party which had ever thought itself the 


from Massachusetts, he would read an €Xtract op pet 
this subject. The honorable gentleman here reaj this 

| an extract in relation to certain precedents set jy 
the British Parliament, which showed that that whit 
_ body had established a rule by whieh the recep. M 
tion of petitions was refused in advance on certaiy mak 
| specified subjects. Sou 
| He then proceeded to say that these rules wey, M 
as far as anything could go, to establish the fag; stod 
that the British House of Commons, in practice {Mi 
_ admitted the principle that all legislative bodies fror 
must regulate the rules of their proceedings op exp 
| petitions, as on other subjects; and that the mo. you 
| ment a petition was presented, the legislative body sub 
| to which it was presented had an absolute contro| fro 
over it; and might, bya vote, refuse to receive it, thi 
| or in any other manner which it thought proper for 
| to adopt, such as the rules of the British Parlig. wil 
| ment already referred to, might absolutely dispose thi 
| of them. | 
| But, if the pene quoted by the gentleman cu 
| from Massachusetts [Mr. Winturop] tended to ju 
| sustain his position, (which they did not,) he in 
| would oaanndenn the high authority to which m 
|| the gentleman from Massachusetts had referred, he 
| to the practice of the British House of Commons e) 
} and of the American House of Representatives; C 
|| and, so far as that gentleman was himself con. de 
cerned, he would appeal from his opinion, sol- w 
| emnly expressed, to his recorded votes given in the re 
|| Twenty-Seventh Congress. And in making this y 
|| reference to the practice of the American House th 
of Representatives, he would only go back to a tt 
| period which must be still in the recollection of d 
|gentlemen on this floor. He was a member of d 
_ the second session of the Twenty-Fifth Congress, p 
| when they had a resolution which was the result y 
_ of aconference of southern gentlemen. He was 0 
|| also there at the third session of that Congress, fg 
|| when the celebrated Atherton resolutions were f 
| adopted. He was here, too, at the commence- t 
| ment of the Twenty-Sixth Congress, when the I 
| celebrated 2ist rule (now the 25th) was adopted. f 
| He was also here at the commencement of the 
| first session of the Twenty-Seventh Congress, i 
| when the party to which the gentleman from 
| Massachusetts belonged held a decided majority ‘ 
: 







peculiar defender of the right of petition; and yet, 
a few days after the meeting of that Congress, a 
rule was adopted by which all petitions, except 
on certain subjects therein referred to, were re- 
fused to be received. That rule of the first ses- 
sion of the Twenty-Seventh Congress went very 
| far beyond the rule now under consideration; by 

it, not only the abolition petitions were refused 
to be received, but petitions on all that variety of 
| 








_ subjects (with a few exceptions) over which Con- 
| gress had authority by the Constitution; and this 
| rule was passed exclusively by a Whig vote, and 
against the Democratic vote in that House. 
| Having referred to this comprehensive rule of 
the extra session of the Twenty-Seventh Con- 
gress, which was emphatically a Whig rule, he 
would refer to a few instances of the action of 
this House during that Whig Congress, in cases 
arising out of the exercise of the right of peuton; 
and in doing so, it was not his intention to cause 
‘any unpleasant recollections, but merely to refer 
to the precedents in question so far as was neces 
| sary for the purposes of his argument. During 
|| the second session of the Twenty-Seventh Con- 
| gress, the venerable gentleman from Massachu- 
| setts [Mr. Apams] presented a petition which this 
House not only refused to receive by a majority 
of 166 to 40, but a resolution was immediately 
introduced to czasure that gentleman for present- 
ing it; and subsequently a resolution was intro- 
duced toexpel thatgentleman; and he immediately 


sprung to his defense; but it was a defense 10 
which he more resembled the stag than the lion 
| at bay; for on many occasions he gave way for 
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motions to - on the table, or other purposes, ‘| adopted and purstied by themselves upon the 


affording proof that he was evidently | 
eres a nae une which he could drive his | 
a rsuers; and well might he do so, for the de- | 
fenders of the insulted dignity of this House were | 

behind him. He voted against the whole of these 
motions, for which the gentleman from Massa- | 
| 


chusetts gave way; not that he had the slightest | 
idea of expelling the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, but that the whole subject might go before | 
the country, and that the attention of the whole | 

ople of this Union might be attracted to it, and 
in the dangerous and criminal extent to which 
this pretended right of petition was carried. _ 

Mr. ADAMS rose and made some observation | 
which was not audible at the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE was also understood to | 
make some suggestions to the gentleman from 
South Carolina. F . 

Mr. CAMPBELL resumed, and said he under- | 
stood the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. MansHaLt] was to censure the gentleman 
from Massachusetts; he would have moved to 
expel, but such a motion would have required a 
yote of two thirds. He did not speak on this 
subject with the design to hold up the gentleman 
fom Massachusetts in an offensive manner before 
this House for presenting the petition alluded to, 
for in doing so the gentleman was but consistent 
with the course which he had ever pursued on 
this foor on certain subjects 

He then passed on to another case, which oc- 
curred afew days after that to which he had been 
just alluding, upon the question of reception be- 
ing raised On a petition presented by the gentle- | 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Gippines,] who seemed to | 
havea remarkable aptitude in following a bad | 
example. And during the present session of | 
Congress this House had refused, at least half a | 
dozen times, to receive petitions; and he asked | 
what right the House of Representatives had to 
refuse to receive one or all of those petitions, if || 
yet they had not the right to refuse to receive | 
those embraced in the 25th rule? It might be said | 
that two or three of those petitions prayed for a | 
dissolution of this Union; and it was true they 
did; but in praying for it, they prayed for its 
peaceful accomplishment, while the petitions to 
which the 25th rule relates would lead to scenes || 
of contention and blood. He trusted that those 
gentlemen in this House who now stood up in| 
favor of the compromises of the Constitution, if 
they were charged with their conduct, on their 
return home among their constituents, would not 
forget the comprehensive rule of the Twenty- | 
Seventh Congress, by which the Whig party, by 
its recorded vote, declared in effect that this 25th 
rule was not unconstitutional; for, if they had a 
constitutional right to refuse to receive a single | 
petition which prayed for a dissolution of the | 
Union, had they not also the constitutional right 
to adopt a rule by which they refused to receive | 
all petitions which prayed for the same thing? 

He then referred to a vote of this House, by | 
which, on a motion made by him, as the organ 
of a standing committee of this House, a petition | 
was returned to the gentleman presenting it, [Mr. 
Gipives,] on the ground that it was a violation 
of this 25th rule. That vote was not a test of the | 
expediency of that rule; but it was a test, and | 
avery decisive test, of the constitutionality of | 
that rule. The Constitution of the United States | 
was a permanent obligation which no gentleman | 
could violate, without violating the oath which | 
he took, when he took his seat in this House, to | 
maintain it. He next alluded to the course pur- | 
sued by the Democracy of New Hampshire on | 
this subject, by which abolition, like a noxious 
weed, had been uprooted from her granite soil. 

He appealed to the gentlemen before him, and 

asked whether the course pursued by the Democ- | 
racy upon this subject had not had a tendency to 

Strengthen, rather than weaken, the cause. He 

would not presume to offer advice to the Democ- | 
racy; but he would say that the people of this | 
country had aright to demand of that party, who 

were now in power, that the business of the ses- | 
sion should be transacted, without being inter- | 
fered with by agitations upon the subject of peti- | 
tions in relation toslavery. They all knew that, | 
if such petitions were received and referred, | 


| 


almost the entire time of Congress would *9 | 
‘ 


———— rr 


occupied in vain. It was too late for them to 
diseuss the policy of the course which had been 


, of himself, for a length of ume. 


subject of abolition petitions. Whether that 
course were originally wise or not, the reversal 
of that course now would undoubtedly offer to 
the abolitionists an encouragement to persevere 
in their efforts to disturb the peace of this Union. 
Unless the 25th rule, or a similar one, were con- 
tinued in force, they might expect continually 
recurring excitement upon this, the most danger- 
ous and portentous subject which had ever, per- 
haps, been agitated, in the history of the world. 
The operation of that rule had been productive 
already of favorable results; for it must be evident 
to every gentleman in the House that the number 
of abolition petitions had greatly decreased. 
There was now a petition of that class seldom 
presented, except by the gentleman from Massa- 


/chusetts [Mr. Apams] and the gentleman from 


Ohio, (Mr. Gippines.}] Indeed, so scarce had 
they become, that the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, in the last Congress, had kept before him 
a petition which he had in his possession, to the 
amusement of the galleries, and the inconvenience 
He trusted the 
House would continue to annul the efforts of 
those who were endeavoring to sow the seeds of: 


| dissensions among the citizens of this Union. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Wiw- 
THROP] had referred them to the practice of the 
British House of Commons; but the cases quoted 


| by the gentleman did not ‘sustain his position. 


They were notapplicable to the subject in debate 
there. Besides, examples drawn from other Gov- 
ernments were, in very few cases, adartable to 
the circumstances of this country and the genius 
of its government. 
ernments, like their feudal castles, when viewed 
at a distance were objects of awe and admiration 
to the lovers of romance; but, upon a closer ap- 
proach, they were found to be, in most instances, 
roofless and uncomfortable to inhabit, affording 
little or no shelter from the peltings of the pitiless 
storm, except to those occupying the privileged 
apartments. The gentleman had been equally 
unfortunate in the illustrations which he had 
quoted from Hatsell. The gentleman told them 
of a petition which had been presented at the foot 
of the throne; and of another which had been 
presented by fifteen thousand women, headed by 
the wife of a brewer, on whose approach the 


' doors of the House of Common were thrown 


open. Did the gentleman bring forward those 
examples as worthy of imitation here? This was 
not the exercise of the right of petition, but of the 
right of insurrection; and the petition to which 
the gentleman alluded was one of the number of 
those acts which produced the revolution which 
desolated the British islands. 

Mr. C. read several passages from Thiers’s 
history of the French revolution, in reference to 
the presentation of petitions 

One of the gentlemen from Massachusetts had 
compared the right of petition to the right of de- 
bate; but he certainly thought there was no sort 
of analogy between them. The right of debate 
was essential to the existence of a legislative body 
—the right of petition was not. But he would take 
the gentleman on his own ground. The gentle- 
man had voted for the establishment of the one 
hour rule, such as was now in force. That rule 


curtailed and controlled the right of debate; and, | 


if that House, by a rule of its own adoption, had 
a right to control debate at all, it was, of course, 


a matter of discretion with the House to what | 


extentthey would controlit. But, the gentleman 


had gone still further, and had voted for the pre- | 


vious question occasionally, and that prohibited 
the right of debate. 
bate; now for the right of petition. There was a 
great discrepancy between the speeches of gentle- 
men, and their votes upon the right of petition; 
and he believed that when the passion of the 
present day should have passed away, and their 
speeches and votes should come to be contrasted 
by cool posterity, they would be astonished at the 
want of consistency. They might, perhaps, be 


almost induced to suppose that the real cause of 


complaint was not that the right of petition had 
been violated; but that the 21st rule had converted 
this Hall into an auxiliary abolition society; and 
this opinion would not be much mitigated, if the 


known opinions of the gentleman from Ohio | 


It had been 
at if slavery was a grievance, it 


[Mr. Giwpines] were considered. 
demonstrated, 


Most of the European Gov- | 


So much for the right of de- | 
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was agrievance only to those States where it ex- 

isted. And the House had as unquestionable a 
right to adopt a rule for the exclusion of a class 
of objectionable petitions, as they had to decide 
in reference to a single petition, (as had been de- 
cided half a dozen times by the House,) that it 
should not be received. 

But, so fur as this House was concerned, the 
Constitution had expressly conferred on the 
House the right to adopt rules for its proceed- 
ings; and, in the discharge of that duty, the right 
to adopt such rules as that the time of Congress 
should not be occupied on subjects over which 
it had no constitutional jurisdiction, and which 
all declared that they were determined not to legis- 
late on. The exclusion of abolition petitions, so 
far from being a violation of the right of petition, 
was conservative of that right. We know that 
hundreds of petitioners have been knocking at 
our doors for years, and have not been able to 
get admission, because the way was blocked up 

_ by abolition petitions. Abolish this 2Ist rule, 
and abolition petitions would be increased a hun- 
dred fold. 

He did not believe that Congress had the right 
to legislate on this subject in the States, in the 
Territories, or in the District of Columbia. So 
far as the States were concerned, gentlemen on 
all sides conceded that Congress had not the con- 
stitutional power to legislate on the subject. So 
far as the District of Columbia was concerned, 
the gentleman from New York, from the Poug- 

| keepsie district, had declared that slavery did not 

| constitutionally exist within its limits. But we 
have no right to violate the rights of individuals 
in this District to their slave property, any more 
than we can violate their right to any other prop- 
erty. Indeed, the people of the District of Co- 
lumbia held their slave property by a stronger 
tenure than the people of any of the States did. 
This position he was indebted for to his col 
league, [Mr. Simpson.] It was this: at the time 
of the cession of this District to Congress, the 
Legislatures of Virginia and Maryland did not 
possess the power of abolishing slavery in those 
States—that power never having been conferred 
on them by the people—and consequently they 
could not transfer it to Congress. 

Mr. C. then went on to show that Congress 
did not possess the power to abolish slavery in 
the Territory of Florida; and in support of the 
position referred to the Constitution, the Mis- 

| souri compromise, and the Florida treaty. 

The gentleman from NorthCarolina {[Mr.Cime- 
MAN] believed that if the Hlouse could receive, 
debate, and refer abolition petitions, error would 
be dissipated as the mists of the morning before 
the rising sun. Did the gentleman not know that 
the spirit of abolition was abroad; that it gained 
ground and increased in force like every succes- 
| sive wave of the ocean? Did he not know that it 
_ had already grown to such an extent as to threaten 
the existence of the Constitution? If he believed 
| that the course pointed out by the gentleman from 
| North Carolina would be followed by the ablest 
| report in opposition to it that was ever presented 
| in this House, and that that report would be sus- 
tained by a majority of the House, still he would 
oppose it. But, believing that the results would be 
| the same as they had witnessed when Mr. Pink- 
ney,some years ago, made his able report on the 
| Same subject, lhe was sull further determined in 
his opposition to it. 

The SPEAKER here announced that the gen- 
tleman’s hour had expired. 

Mr. BURT obtained the floor. 
The morning hour having expired, the subject 
went over till to-morrow. 


RESIGNATION OF MR. GILMER. 


_ The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
| from Hon. Tuomas W. Gimer, stating that he 
|| had transmitted to the Governor of Virginia his 
| resignation of the seat he held in this House asa 
|| Representative from the fifth congressional dix- 

| trict of Virginia, and taking his leave of the House 

| with the kindest expressions of respectand regard. 
| The letter having been read, 

| Qn motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, it was laid 

_on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


t] PRIVATE BILLS. 


‘|| On motion of Mr. WELLER, the House re- 
|| solved itself into the Committee of the Whole, 
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(Mr. J. R. Iwexnsout in the chair,) for the con- 
sideration of the Private Calendar. 


JOHN B. SCHUYLER. 


The bill (No. 41) for the relief of John B. Schuy- 
ler was first taken up, and advocated by Messrs. 


THE CO 


| 
| 
| 
| 


RAMSEY, DEAN, DANA, BOWER, WENT- | 


WORTH, and McCAUSLEN; and opposed by 


Messrs. RATHBUN, C. JOHNSON, HALE, | 


and GIDDINGS. 


Mr. HAMMETT moved that it be passed over; | 


which was agreed to. 
WILLIAM GLOVER. 


"The bill for the relief of William Glover was 
next taken up; and, after being explained and 
advocated by Mr. BRINKERHOFP, was laid 
aside to be reported. 


ADJUSTMENT OF LAND CLAIMS 


The committee proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill to provide for the adjustment of land 


claims within the States of Missouri, Arkansas, | 


and Louisiana, and the Territory of lowa, and in 
those parts of the States of Mississippi and Ala- 


bama south of the thirty-first degree of north lat- | 


itude, and between the Mississippi and Perdido 
rivers, 

After a discussion involving the question whether 
this was a private or public bill, in which Messrs, 
SLIDELL, HOPKINS, C. JOHNSON, JAME- 
SON, COLLAMER, WINTHROP, and BEL- 
SER took part, it was laid aside to be reported 
as a public bill. 


WILLIAM AND REUBEN ALLEN. 


The committee next took up a bill for the relief 
of General William Allen and Reuben Allen 
which was explained by Mr. SAMPLE. 

The subject was also debated by Messrs. C. 
JOHNSON and THOMASSON. 

The committee ordered the bill to be reported 
to the House. 


JOHN MULLINGS. 


The committee then took up for consideration 
the bill for the relief of John Mullings; and, after 
a short debate between Mr. VINTON, in oppo- 
sition and Mr. C. JOHNSON in favor of the bill, 
the committee rose and reported bills No. 41, 42, 
52, and 66, without amendment. 


On motion of Mr. SLIDELL, the Committee | 


of the Whole was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill No. 23; and the same 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
state of the Union. 

Mr. HAMLIN asked leave to introduce a res- 
olution calling upon the Secretary of State to 
transmit to this House a report which had been 
prepared by the commissioner appointed to run 
the line between several of the northern States 
and the British provinces; which was objected 
to. 
On motion of Mr. CLINGMAN, the House 
then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting thein : 


By Mr. FOSTER: The petition of Thomas Hunt and | 


ninety nine others, citizens of Westmoreland county, 
Pennsylvania, remonstrauing against any reduction of the 
duty on sait. 

Also, the petition of Israel Painter and sixty-eight others, 
of like import; the petition of R. Coreller and thirty-two 
others, of like import; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RELFE: The petition of John Polk and others, 
citizens of Madison county, Missouri, praying the removal 
of the Jand office from Jackson to Fredericktown. 

By Mr. SAMPLE: The petition of James Marshall and 
two hundred and seventy-eight others, citizens of Michigan 
City and northern Indiana, praying Congress, at an early 
day, to make an adequate and suitable appropriation for 
continuing the construction of the harbor at Michigan City, 
in the State of Indiana. 

By Mr. BRODHEAD: The petition of John A. Gustin 
and another, securities of William F. Rodgers, a defaulting 
postmaster, praying for relief; which was referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of sundry citi- 





(| Also,a 


| 


zens of Kendall county, Illinois, praying reliet for damages | 


sustained in the Black Hawk war; which was referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of La Salle county, 
Iinois, remonstrating against the annexation of Texas to 
this country; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a petition from fifty-nine citizens of Lake county, 
lilinois, praying for a light-house at Littefort, Lake county, 
lilinois; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
inerce. 














| Arnalt and others, of Franklin county, ‘Tennessee, for an 
extension of the mail route from Lynchburg, Lincoln coun- 
ty, to Winchester Springs, Franklin county, Tennessee ; 
which was referred to the Committee un the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of Jonathan 
Floyd, of Pope county, Illinois, praying Congress for ar- 
rearages of pay as an invalid pensioner; which was referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin: A poenen numerously | 
of Ra 


signed by citizens of the county cine, Werritory of 
Wisconsin, asking of Congress the establishment of a mail 
route from Ottawa, State of Ulinois, through the valley of 
the Fox river, to Elquin, so as to terminate at the town of 
Racine, in said Territory ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Rost Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of Henry R. Elkins, R. H. Mallory, and 
one hundred and seventy-three others, citizens of Geneva, 
Walworth county, Territory of Wisconsin, praying Con- 
gress for an appropriation for the construction of a harbor 
at Southport, in said Territory ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Indiana: The petition of George H. 
Robinson and thirty-six others, citizens of Hancock coun- 
ly, praying a reduction of the rates of postage ; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 19, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Navy Depart- 
| ment, reporting, in compliance with a resolution 

of the Senate, a plan and estimates for a perma- 
nent wharf at Pensacola navy-yard, Florida, and 
a plan of a dock and marine railway at the same 
yee which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a report from that Department, made in 
compliance with the act of Congress of March, 
1843, in relation to the practicability and expense 
of constructing a dry-dock and floating-dock at 
eran New York, &c.; which was commit- 
ted. 

| Also, a statement and memorial from J. F. H. 
| Claiborne, of Mississippi, one of the board of 
commissioners appointed to adjust the claims 
arising under the treaty with the Choctaw Indians 
at Dancing Rabbit creek, setting forth the im- 


mense frauds practiced upon those Indians by | 
speculators, and asking the interposition of the || 
Government to protect them, and prevent the con- || 


summation of those frauds. 


Mr. SEVIER said he understood that the doc- 
ument was an important one; and as it was very | 


long, he moved that it be printed. 
Mr. BATES called for the reading of the me- 
morial and documents; which was ordered and 
| progressed in; when, 
| On motion of Mr. TAPPAN, they were re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


| PETITIONS, ETC. 
| 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
Benjamin B. Ferguson, of the county of Brad- 
| ford, Pennsylvania, an invalid from wounds re- 
ceived in the last war, praying for a pension; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
| sions, 


etition from Eleanor W. Houston and 


Alma 8. 
ty, Pennsylvania, surviving children of the late 
Dr. John Seumon a surgeon in the revolution- 
ary army, asking compensation for a claim due 


| their father; which was referred to the Commit- || 


| tee on Revolutionary Claims. 


| Also,amemorial from John Simpsonand others, | 
citizens of Pennsylvania, complaining that canal | 


boats engaged in transporting coal have been com- 

_ pelled to take out coasting licenses, &c., and pray 
that a law may be passed exempting them from 
the operations of the law authorizing such ex- 
actions; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Mr. STURGEON presented a similar memo- | 
rial from Charles Knowles and others, inhabit- || 
ants of the coal regions in Pennsylvania; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from 
Amos Cheek, a carpenter, and others, warrant 
officers in the vessels employed in the explorin 
expedition, asking extra compensation for suc 
| services; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. WRIGHT presented a preamble and res- 
olutions of the Chamber of Commerce of New 
| York, preying Congress to pass a law admitting 
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By Mr. JONES, of Tennessee: The petition of Jacob || railroad iron free of duty; 


ouston, of Columbia, Lancaster coun- || 









February 19. 





which was ; 
|| the Committee on Finance. mired ty 
|| Also, a memorial from Lyon & Howaszd 
|| State of New York, praying the payment of a 
| balance due them on a contract for constructin 
a locomotive steam dredging machine on Lake 

Erie for the United States; also, for improvemens, 
| of and painting the same; which was referred “ 

the Committeee on the Judiciary, ' 
|| Mr. JARNAGIN presented a memorial from 

a number of citizens of Tennessee and Ge 
|| praying the establishment of a mail route frog, 
| Cleveland, Tennessee, to Rome, Georgia; whieh 
|| was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
|, and Post Roads. 
|| Also, a petition from James P. Spring and 
|| others, of Bentonville, Arkansas, praying tha: 
| the troops now stationed at Fort Gibson may by 
| removed to Old Fort Wayne, or some point negy- 
1 which was referred to the Committee on Military 
'| Affairs. 
1 Mr. EVANS presented a petition from Richard 
{| Morris and others, of the city and county of 
|| Philadelphia, praying the restoration of the pen- 
sion fund, and to the widows the pensions they 
| were entitled to under it. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from 
David Garrell and others, from the same place, 
of like prayer; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from 
Margaret A.Griscom and numerous other ladies, 
and a memorial from Ellen Sollars and other 
ladies, of the city and county of Philadelphia, 
praying Congress to pass a law abolishing any- 
thing in the Constitution or laws which recognizes 
slavery; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial, 
signed by the collector and surveyor of the port 
of Philadelphia, and the several other officers of 
| the customs there, setting forth that the present 
custom-house is in a ruinous condition, and an 
unfit place for the transaction of the business of 
the custom-house; and that it must be either re- 
| paired or another lot purchased and a new build- 
| Ing erected thereon, they urge the purchase, by 
the Government, as a fit building for a custon- 
house, of the Bank of the United States, which, 
they say, can be had very cheap; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a -memorial 
from a number of citizens of Branch county, 
Michigan, praying a reduction of the rates of 
postage, especially on letters going the greatest 
| distance, (which they recommend to be reduced 

to ten cents,) and for the abolition of the frank- 

ing privilege. 

Mr. W. made some remarks to show the pro- 
|, priety of reducing the postage on letters to ten 
| cents for any distance, and the impropriety of 
| abolishing the franking privilege. 
| The memorial was then referred to the Com- 
| mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

‘|| Mr. BENTON presented a memorial from 
| 
| 


: Of the 


Orgia, 





|| Wheeling, Virginia, signed by B. Fallour and 
| numerous others, citizens of the United States, 
| praying Congress to pass a law giving to each ol 

them ten years’ credit on one section of land, to 
|| be ontelie the southern part of the State of 
|| Missouri, and northern part of the State of Ark- 
| ansas; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Also, a petition from Lewis Davis, of Tennes- 
see, praying a pension for services rendered in 
| two campaigns in the last war; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

'| Mr, ALLEN presented a memorial from Hor- 
| ace Steele and others, citizens of Lake county, 
| Ohio, praying the passage of a law restoring \0 
| widows the pensions to which they were hereto- 
| fore entitled under a law of Congress, which will 
|| expire this year; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Pensions. 

| Also, a memorial from citizens of the county of 
| Erie, Ohio, praying that an act may pass grant- 
| ing every white male inhabitant of the United 
| States who is entitled to vote, one hundred acres 
| of land, on condition that he will occupy and im- 
| prove the same for a period of six years; which 
|| was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
| Also, another petition from citizens of Mus- 


| kingum county, Ohio, asking for reform in the 





post office system; which was referred to the 
\| Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
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Tred to ~ PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. \ was now muneesies, to ave consideration of the | fined to the valley of the Columbia, The only 
On motion of Mr. BARROW, the petition of | naa eee t Ce ee = purchasing mode by which this Government could make its 
1 Of the 3 W. Chimm was ordered to be taken | books for the use of Congress had een abused. \{ title good to the whole territory of Oregon, up to 
Mt of 4 ee files, and, with the papers relating there- | As a general rule, it was the safest plan to avoid || 549 40" of north latitude, was to claim under the 
UCting from hich he then presented, referred to the Com- |, Making these purchases. But were there not |, old and good Spanish title. He believed he had 
1 Lake on, Private Land Claims. || cases of exception to this rule? The Committee || read every speech which had been made on that 
ements =, Satan of Mr. TALLMADGE, it was or- | 00 Foreign Relations had thought the present an || subject; he had examined every document he 
tred to On th t the petition of Jacob Gideon, praying | exception, because it was expected that within a || could find; and he undertook to say that, by the 
dered t sate y Congress, of a number of sets | few days a negotiation between thisGovernment | indefatigable perseverance and industry of Mr. 
I from a Pe of the United ‘Btates, be taken from the || 2nd Great Britain, in relation to the territory of ;|| Greenhow, copies of old Spanish documents and 
COrgia, ~— referred to the Committee on the Li- which this book gave a description, would be journals of voyages bearing strongly in favor of 
€ from files & commenced. The Senator from Missouri was j, our ttle, which had never yet been presented in 
Which OE motion of Mr. PORTER, it was ordered, || Known to be intimate with the history and topo- |, a distinct or strong form, by the people of the 
t Office he petition of Major A. D. Stewart, Pay- || graphy of that territory; but how many members | United States to the world, had been collected and 
that t Cenevel of the Army of the United States, /| of either House of Congress were so well informed | embodied in the work. It was utterly impossible 
Z and ee from the files and referred to the Com- || Upon the subject? It might be necessary to go | that a work of this character, containing a large 
© that toe on Claims. | back hundreds of years to investigate the Spanish | and minute compilation of facts and dates, com- 
nay be mittee 4 ‘ ‘| title and the claims of Great Britain. Were mem- | prising centuries, could be published at the ex- 
t near; GREENHOW S WORK. | bers prepared for this? Had they time, or were || pense of Mr.Greenhow. Mr. Greenhow had al- 
ilitary Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on For- || they in a position which would enable them to | ready,as he had been informed, and as there was 
at eign Relations, to whom was referred the mem- || make researches themselves, which were here | no reason to doubt, expended a great part of his 
ichard orial of Robert Greenhow upon the subject, re- || presented to them in aclear and distinct form? | means in making this compilation, It had been 
nty of orted a bill for the purchase of certain copies of | The book was of essential importance to Congress | very skilfully arranged, and it was a book bighly 
e pen- the History of Oregon, California, and other Ter- || and to the country, though not to the honorable | creditable to Mr. Greenhow. At this particular 
8 they ritories on the northwest coast of North America; || Senators on the other side of the House, who had | crisis, when a treaty was under negotiation on 
which was read, and the question being, ‘* Shall || prejudged the matter, and declared against any | this question of title, was the information con- 
il from it be ordered to a second reading?”’ || further negotiation between the twoGovernments, | tained in this book, which it was proposed to 
Place, Mr. BENTON denounced the bill (which ap- || when it was our Government that invited the ne- | place in the public libraries and lay before the peo- 
Com- propriates $3,000 for the purchase of one thou- || gotiation. This mode of attacking a bill was | ple of the United States, to be denied by Congress ? 
sand five hundred copies of this work) as another || unusual; and he hoped the Senate would refuse to | That Mr. Greenhow could not afford to publish 
| from attempt to enter into the book-printing business; | concur with the honorable Senator (Mr. Benron] | the book at his own individual expense, was per- 
ladies, which he had hoped an effectual stop had been || in arresting the bill in its present state. When | fectly clear. He would not take a book to be paid 
other putto, The bill, not only proposed to make the || it came up for its third reading, he thought he | for by the Government; he would buy the book 
Iphia, urchase, amounting to $3,000, but to distribute || would be able to sustain the propositions which || himself; he would not accept any such work at 
pany the books to members of Congress. From what || he had thrown out; till that time, he should re- || the expense of Congress. [Mr. Benton, from 
shizes he had seen on such subjects, he thought it was || frain from any further discussion on the subject; | his seat: The right hand of good fellowship to 
able. time to stop. If this bill was passed, it would || but would then take the occasion to reply to the || you for that.] He would ‘vote for copies of the 
\orial, not stop here; for year after year they would have || remarks of the Senator, [Mr. Benton. ] | book to be placed in the library of Congress and 
€ port propositions of the same kind, proposing to dis- Mr. BENTON stated that the work, if it was | distributed among the public libraries and people 
ers of iribute to members of Congress who would come | a valuable one, could be purchased by the Li- || of the States in such manner as will afford the 
resent after them (that they might be on a footing with || brary Committee, and placed in the library for || most extensive information. Ele should never 
nd an other members of Congress) copies of this work, | the use of the members, not only of the present consent that this man should suffer in consequence 
ss of until hundreds of thousands of dollars would be |; Congress, but all those who might follow them. || of his able and successful exertions to sustain the 
ct te» drawn from the Treasury. This practice of | There was an annual appropriation of $5,000 | right of his country to the Oregon Territory. He 
build- printing books for distribution among members | under the charge of that committee, for the pur- | repeated that this work, in his opinion, fully es- 
se, by of Congress he denounced as one of the most | chase of books which they deemed useful. He | tablished the validity of the old Spanish title to 
stom- iniquitous and most scandalous which had grown | inquired of Mr. Tarpan how much of that fund | the whole northwest coast of America between 
hich, up in Congress or thecountry. He thenalluded | was on hand. | latitude 420 and 54° 40’ north latitude, and this 
as re- to the practice which had grown up under former Mr. TAPPAN. Some four or five thousand || title we had acquired from Spain under the treaty 
distributions of books. A Mr. Templeman, a_ dollars. | of 1819. Ithad extricated that portion of this 
orial seller of congressional books and documents, had Mr. CHOATE remarked that there were out- | territory north of 49° from the embarrassed po- 
unty, been in the habit of purchasing from members of || standing contracts which would absorb nearly, if | sition in which it had been placed by the blunder- 
es of Congress, for the sum of ten dollars, theirchances | not quite, that amount. | ing diplomacy of our negotiators and the blun- 
patest fora copy of a work which will cost Congress, || Mr. BENTON remarked that if the balance on | dering speeches of our statesmen. 
luced when completed, some four hundred thousand |; hand was not four or five thousand dollars,as | He had not expected that the second reading 
rank- dollars. ‘here were members of the Senate || represented by the chairman of the Library Com- || of this bill, which was generally a mere matter of 
(Messrs. Kine and Catnovun] so utterly averse || mittee, the annual appropriation of $5,000 would | course, would be opposed. He was one of those 
> pro- to the practice of distribution, that they would | be soon made, and such portion of that amount | who had always stood up against the purchase of 
O ten not touch a copy of the works to be distributed. || as was required could be used by that committee || books, to be given to membens of Congress; but 
ly of For himself, he utterly refused to receive a copy | in purchasing this work to be placed in the libra- | when a great work like this of science and his- 
of those books; and he should continue to refuse. || ry, if they deemed it proper. If purchased by | torical research, not calculated for general sale, 
Com He hoped the thing would stop. The gentleman | that committee, they would be saad in the li- | or for general use, and which demonstrated our 
who prepared this work did it when he was libra- || brary, where.they would remain at all times for | title to the Oregon territory, was presented, he 
from rian in one of the Departments under the Gov- | the use of members of Congress, and others who | would make such a case an exception from his 
"and ernment; and at the time he was receiving asalary || may desire to read them. Mr. B. continued at | general rule against subscribing for any books. 
ales, of $1,500 per annum from the Government. He || some length to point out the evils of the book- | The object to be accomplished was one of vast 
ch ot compiled it from our own books. He knew it | distributing system. | importance; the whole expense to be incurred 
d, to was not usual to say anything on bills at the stage || Mr. BUCHANAN said he happened to be a | was $3,000 for the purchase of fifteen hundred 
e ol inwhich the bill then was; but the enormity of || member of this unfortunate Committee on For- | copies of the work. He, at least, was willing by 
Ark- the practice of printing books for distribution || eign Relations; and, without having concurred in his vote to subscribe this amount out of the pub- 
e on was so great, that he could not refrain from ex- || that part of the bill (for he had not seen the bill || lic Treasury, for the purpose of disseminating 
pressing his abhorrence of it; and he gave notice || before it was reported) giving to each member of | information among the people, on a subject of 
ines- to the Senator who reported the bill that he would || Congress one of those books, he most heartily | vital importance to their interest and honor. He 
d in fight it foot by foot, to the last stage of action || concurred in the proposition to purchase a cer- || would support the bill, with the exception of that 
3 res upon it. Mr. B. continued to denounce the prac- || tain number of copies of this work. He was as | portion of it which gave a copy to each member 
tice which the bill proposed to revive. So much || strong an advocate for our title to the Oregon of Congress at the public expense. ; 
Hor- had he been opposed to it, that he refused to re- || Territory, and should resist the alienationof a | Mr. ARCHER said he owed it to the commit- 
aty, ceive a copy of the Madison papers, authorized || foot of that Territory to any Power on earth,with | tee to offer an explanation in relation to that part 
1g 0 ‘to be distributed to members of Congress, as | as much energy an determination, as his friend | of the bill. The committee (every member pres- 
reto- much as he stood in need of that work. He || from Missouri. [Mr. Benton, from his seat: | ent concurring) directed him to report in favor of 
will purchased a copy for himself. He reiterated his | That is right; that isright.] But in order to pre- | having the number of books published for which 
om- determination to oppose the bill, inch by inch. || sent our claim properly before Congress and the | the bill provided. He had asked the Secretary 
Mr. ARCHER said that the honorable Senator || country, it was necessary to have a compilation, | of the Senate what was the mode of publishing 
y of from Missouri [Mr. Benton] had no need to give | such as that contained in this book of Mr. Green- | and disposing of such books. ‘The Secretary in- 
ant- to him or the Senate notice of the mode in which || how. It was necessary to have it for the security | formed him that the mode usually adopted was 
ited he intended to conduct any opposition to measures | of our title to that country, and to relieve us from | such as was now adopted in the bill. He had 
cres coming before that body. It was the mode in || the difficulties in which we have been involved | therefore to say to the honorable Senator from 
im- which he (Mr. Benton] fought this measure, and || by our diplomacy, and by speeches on this floor. | Missouri that he had acted upon the information 
ich in which he fought all measures which were not | “If this Government claimed by contiguity of | which he had derived, and not with the knowl- 
ids. agreeable to his political predilections. He hoped | territory, we were confined to the forty-ninth par- | edge of the committee; but he was willing to 
[us- the Senate would draw the inference from this, || allel aa Waleatae if it claimed under th treaty of | strike out from the bill that portion of it which 
the that the Senator [Mr. Benron] was not to be re- || Utrecht, we were confined to the forty-ninth par- | proposes to distribute copies of this work among 
the garded as an impartial arbiter on the merits of the ‘| allel of latitude; if it claimed under the discovery | members of the Senate and House of Represent. 
i book, a proposition for the publication of which || of the mouth of the Columbia river, we werecon- | atives. Like his honorable friend from Penn- 
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sylvania, he attached very high importance to the 
publication of this book, as a medium of inform- 
ation for Congress and the country. 

The people were very speedily to pronounce 
judgment on the action of Congress with regard 
to the subject treated of by the author. He be- 
lieved that it was only through this medium that 
correct information could be obtained. Did gen- 
tlemen think they could engage in the negotiation 
of a treaty with the most powerful Government 
in the world, and neglect the only means of ob- 
taining all necessary information upon the sub- 
ject? It was proposed to distribute the books, 
so that each legislative body throughout the 
country could have the advantage of the inform- 
ation contained in them. He repeated, that very 
few men were so conversant with the subject 
as the Senator from Missouri, (Mr. Benron;] 
and the real question was, as had been stated by 
the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 

SUCHANAN,] whether the Senate would go blind- 
folded into a discussion and decision of this ques- 
tion, or whether it would purchase for itself and 
the country the means of information. Was 
this question absolutely tu be decided in the dark, 
when light was within reash? He rose merely 
to say to the honorable Senator, [Mr. Benron,] 
that the particular clause which gave each mem- 
ber a copy of the work should be stricken out. 

Mr. BENTON replied at some length to Mr. 
Arcuenr, touching the claim set up by England 
to the Oregon; declaring that, with reference to 
that question, he was precisely in a national point 
of view as he would be in an individuai point of 
view. If a man jumped on his property, and 
took half unless he would fight for it, he would 
fight; and he warned gentlemen that, on this 
question, they were not going to have another 
Maine and Massachusetts question. They were 
disgraced enough in the setuement of the Maine 
boundary quesuon. He had his rights in the ad- 
justment of the Oregon question, and no coming 
or departing of special ministers would deprive 
him of that mebt. It was his determination to 
exercise that right to preserve the interests and 
honor of his country, so far as he might have 
any power to do it; and the coming or departing 
of a special minister would not alter that determ- 
ination. 

Mr. BUCHANAN desired to reply to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. That Senator had denounced 
the bill—to which bill, however, he (Mr. B.) had 
not given his assent—as partof asystem of plun- 
der. He called for the reading of the report. 

Mr. PHELPS interposed, and said the morn- 
ing hourhad expired. He called for the order of 
the day. 

The bill was then laid on the table till to-mor- 
row. , 


THE COMPROMISE ACT-—THE TARIFF. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate then 
resumed the consideration of the resolution of the 
Finance Committee, for the indefinite postpone- 
mentof the bill introduced by Mr. McDurrte for 
reducing the duties under the present tariff to the 
standard of the compromise act, 

Mr. PHELPS resumed his argument in favor 
of the tariff. He said he would offer no apology 
for the time he might occupy, except that already 
given—the vast importance of the subject under 
discussion, ‘There was no living language more 
fruitful in opprobrious epithets than the English; 
yet, even if that almost inexhaustible source was 
drained out in applying to the tariff every term 
of obloquy and disgust, its merits would remain 
the same in the opinion of the great mass of the 
American people, on whose decision it could alone 
stand or fall. It was his purpose to proceed with 
the examination of this question with cool delib- 
eration, and not with reference to any local inter- 
est; but with a universal feeling for the interest 
and welfare of every section of the country, and 
of every portion of the people. When interrupted 
by the adjournment on Friday, he was showing, 
in answer to the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire, that our agricultural produce, distinct 
from produce raised by planters, could not rely on 
England as a vent for the surplus. He seized 
that moment to remark that the assertion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire—that England and 
her dependencies took trom us full two fifths of 
our surplus bread stut? produce—was not in fact 
correct. ‘The calculation on which it was founded 
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| was deceptive, inasmuch as it was based on de- 


| ducting the amounts exported from the whole 


produce, and setting down the residue as neces- 
sary for home consumption, instead of taking the 
true mode—that of giving the quantity of produce 
actually necessary for home use, and leaving the 
difference between that and the whole as the sur- 
plus. By the reports of the year 1842, this coun- 


try produced eighty-four million bushels of wheat, | 
and, from the increase that has since taken place, | 


may now be put down as producing one hundred 


million bashels. Giving, then, to each individual |! 


oe 
three bushels per year, (which was rather a low 


calculation,) that would make sixty millions per 
year, and the surplus, consequently, would be 


forty million bushels; but did it appear that Great | 


Britain received two fifths of this surplus? On 
the contrary, the official returns show that, for 
the year 1842, she took from us something about 
five million bushels, or one eighth the surplus. 
Mr. P. proceeded at length to show that Great 
3ritain never favored exportation of produce from 
this or any other country, except when suffering 
from a scarcity at home. 
the doctrine that the only way to increase our 
exports was by increasing our imports—a doc- 
trine which did not stop at taking in exchange 
foreign imports to the amount exported, buta sur- 
plus which ruined the home market, and involved 
the country in debt. It was argued that the ob- 
ject of those who advocated a protective policy 
was to do away with importations; but such was 
not the case. Their true and undisguised object 
was to regulate the trade in imports so as to make 
it available to the interests of the country. The 
theory of the gentlemen opposed was, as he be- 
fore stated, to increase the exportations by increas- 
ing the importations; or, in other words, adding 
to your income by increasing your expenditure. 


A few years back, the country was in debt, her | 


resources dried up, and her industry at a stand. 
Never was there a period more favorable for ex- 
portation than that; but it was then found that 
all our surplus produce could not pay off our im- 
mense debt. Experience (he said) proved that 
agricultural produce was limited to a point be- 
yond which itcould notgo. He referred to Mas- 
sachusetts alone taking more of domestic prod- 
uce than was exported to Great Britain and her 


| dependencies; and he believed that his own small 


; Was sent to England. 


State of Vermont, agricultural as she was, used 
more of the wheat and flour of the West than 
The same argument that 
applied to breadstuffs was equally applicable to 
the other articles named as illustrative of the views 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The advocates of the tariff were met with a 


| violent opposition from one quarter of the coun- 


try—a quarter which he admitted, from its great 


/exportation of cotton, was deeply interested. 


There the planters seemed to think that the man- 
ufacturers could not be true to their own interests, 
without being at war with the interests of the 


| cotton-growers; and they assumed, though he 


knew not on what grounds, that the manufactur- 
ing interests of New England were inconsistent 


| with their (the planters’) prosperity. This was 
/a great fallacy; and one, he thought, easy of 
| demonstation. 


Great Britain required our raw 
cotton for three purposes; first, to manufacture a 
fabric to be returned to the American people; scc- 
ond, for her own consumption; and third, for the 


_ supply of markets, foreign to both England and 


America. Suppose, then, $10,000,000 worth of 


° ° ° - | 
our exports is manufactured in England and re- | 


turned to this country: would not a demand to 
the same extent exist, if that $10,000,000 worth 
was manufactured at home? 
be erected, and encouraged in every State and in 
every county in the Union, so as to be within 
reach of theagricultural population, and he would 
fearlessly assert that the demand for the raw ma- 
terial would increase fifty percent. The persons 
thus employed would become consumers, so as 
to leave no necessity to seek a foreign market tor 
our surplus produce; and the benefits would be 
felt by all. If the cotton manufactured in England 
for the use of this country gives employment to 
one hundred thousand persons, the only difference 
in transferring the labor to the same number of 


_our own fellow-citizens would be in the benefit 


| the country would derive by the increased de- 
' mand for their subsistence. 


As to the domestic 
consumption of Great Britain in the article of 








He contended against | 


Let manufactories | 
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| cotton, that would remain as it is. Cotton has 
| become a necessary for which there is no gy) : 
|| tute; and England must have it. And hence 
|, to the supply of foreign markets, Great Brita, 
|| must continue to buy from us the raw artic|p " 
|| she cannot get it cheaper elsewhere. It seme 
_ to him a paradox, which he would like the hoy 
| orable Senator from South Carolina to explain 

that ‘ the extension of our cotton manufactur, 
had a direct and inevitable tendency to destroy the 
|| demand for the raw material.’’ . 

As to the old and threadbare argument that th 
'| tariff went to tax the many for the benefit of «j, 
|| few, he thought it sufficiently answered; but as 


1 the honorable Senator from New Hampshire 


— 


: en- 
tered into what he calied facts to illustrate his 


argument, he would see how far those facts proved 
themselves. He then entered iuto a long statis. 
; tical detail to show that the calculations of M; 
Woopsury on the duties of iron, leather, and 
| salt, were fallacious. The cost of cut-nails, ay 
|! article of iron more generally used by all classes 
| than any other, was, in his own village, by 
three and a half cents per pound; so that, if the 
Senator from South Carolina was correct in stat. 
| ing that the consumer paid the duty of three 
cents per pound, then the cost of the article jise) 
| must only be halfa cent perpound. On leather, 
| that honorable Senator described the duty falling 
| on the consumer at from thirty to thirty-five per 
|| cent., but he did not say how much was actu. 
| ally paid; he leftthat to be guessed at. Now, the 
| fact was, for the last two years, (and he could 
|| not say how long before,) there was not a single 
| pound of the heavy leather required by the work- 
|| Ing-man imported into the country. How, then, 
|| could that tax be imposed, where there was noth- 
|| ing to impose iton? Salt, he proceeded at length 
|| to show, did not impose a tax on each individual 
| of more than two cents per year; and he contend- 
|| ed that raising a clamor against the duty on those 
|| articles was not done from any conviction that 
| these separate taxes bore hard on the people, but 
| 
| 








| from an interested antipathy to the whole sys- 
tem. Neither was it universally the case that the 
consumer paid the duty or tax, as argued by the 
| honorable Senator from South Carolina. It would 
be the case, provided the demand exceeded the 
|| supply; but when that did not happen, it was, as 
|| the circumstance might be, either by the producer 
| or manufacturer. He then alluded to the differ- 
|| ‘ent positions occupied by the American and Eu- 
‘| ropean manufacturer. The former could not com- 
| pete with the enormous capital of the latter, who 
| could easily sacrifice from fifty to five hundred 
|| thousand dollars by sending his manufactures 
' here to sell, not at a price to realize profit, but 
|| ata loss; his object being to undersell and ruin 
_ those who would dare compete with him. This 
|| object attained, the market was in his own pos- 
|| session, and the sum lost was speedily doubled 
|| by his increase of price. The working of the 
|| protective system proved it to be a wise and 
| wholesome measure. There was now sunk in 
| manufactures of the country upwards of three 
! 


| 
| 


hundred million dollars, producing, annually, 
| $240,000,000. He alluded to Mr. Woopsvry’s 
| reference to Vermont, and said if that gentleman 
| would consult his own political friends in that 
State he would find nine tenths of them favorable 
| to the protective system. 
| The Senator from New Hampshire himself, 
|| when he looked to the interests of his own State, 
and Vermont, advocated their protection; but 
| when he looked to the South, he seemed to be 
|| altogether in favor of the free-trade doctrine. If 
|| he should attempt to urge the latter on his native 
hills, or on the plains of Vermont, he would find 
| he could make no converts. It is in vain to come 
|| up to the expectations of each particular section 
of the country. In one place it will be found that 
_ the protective policy has not gone far enough; in 
‘another, that it has gone too far. It is not for 
little circles Congress has to legislate, but for the 
whole country. : 

The Senator seemed to think, that while the 
manufacturers of wool were protected by a duty 
of forty per cent., the growers of wool were pro- 

tected by a duty of only five per cent.; and his 
_ sympathy seemed particularly directed in this re- 
|| spect to the farmers of Vermont—advocating @ 
|| protective duty on their staple. 

| Mr. WOODBURY here interposed, to say that 
| he never had recommended a duty even for their 
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votection, beyond the necessary duty for reve- | for the support of their own Government? For, 
P i, if there is free trade, direct taxes must be resorted 
Nir PHELPS continued. There was some | to for the support of the Government. If true that 
dificulty in finding out what the revenue standard || the people pay three cents a pound more for their 
vvas, in levying duties. It can only be known by || 
what the interests of the country demand. With foreign countries, the question arises, whether it 
respect to wool, the duty should be such as would || is more onerous to pay that three cents for the 
»rotect both the wool-grower and the wool-man- 
nfacturer from foreign competition. 
rue that, by the act of 1842, the interests of the 
yool-growers of Vermont had been sacrificed to 
the interests of the manufacturers of wool in Mas- 
sachusetts, or any other State. The measure of 


some other shape, such as direct taxation? 


|| cent. duty on the export staples given in exchange 


rotection was equally dealt out to both. By | forimports. He says, let the produce of this coun- | 


adding the protection afforded by the ad valorem || try find a market in Great Britain, where we can 
duty and that of the specific duty, it would be | get either exchangeable commodities or money 
found that the protection to both the grower and || for them. But did not the Senator leave out of 
the manufacturer was forty per cent.—the raw || view the fact that, although this country might 
material being considered only half the value of | agree to doall this, Great Britain would not aban- 


che fabric made from it. || don her protective policy. 


culturists that this act of 1842 was that monster | ports; and would it not, in the end, be better if 
of injustice towards them which it had been held | 
yp to be; because the agriculturists understood 
their own interests better than to believe any such | mestic labor? : 

thing. They would see that if the protective | Much bad been said about making laws for the 
policy was abandoned, and the raw materials of | rich at the expense of the poor. 
this country were sent to England to be manufac- || no such distinctions in legislation. 


or forty per cent. for protection to their own do- 


country in Europe and the Levant. Such acom- | moderately diffused on the one hand, there was 


petition would leave the agriculturists of this | no such thing as indigence or destitution to be | 
| 
} 


country very soon without a market at all. found on the other. He denied that there ever 


To abandon the protective policy, would be to | 


so largely to the national prosperity, to become || not for the poor,’’ never could apply to this coun- 


a desert waste, and to force its inhabitants toem- || try. And nothing couldevince more the wisdom | 
jgrate to the far West—like the aborigines, for- of this very policy of protection than the exist- | 


saking their ancient homes, their habits, their || ence of the fact that it had spread such universal 
peculiar pursuits, and their distinguishing thrift, || prosperity over the country, and tended so to dif- 
economy, and well-earned competence. And | fuse the fruits of industry that, while there were 
here the pretense, if not prediction, of the Sena- || 

tor from South Carolina, was called up to mem- 


policy would have on New England. It repre- || the reach of all. 
sented in the future, the scene which would be || 

presented to the eye of a stranger visiting this | 
country, after an absence of ten years, and find- || 
ing such prosperity in the South as should make 
him exclaim, ** What angel of beneficence had || try, economy, sobriety of conduct, and love of 
brought down the blessings he witnessed?’’ but, | comfort and comp2tence. Was it to be expected 
on visiting New England, he would exclaim, | that they ever could consent to jeopard this happy 
“What demon of wrath had inflicted the misery | condition, for the sake of trying a mere experi- 
which surrounded him?”’ If such, then, were to | ment of some theory of free-trade, which had re- 
be the consequences of abandoning the protective || 

system, that mode of recommending it could not | 

surely be expected by the Senator to be calculated || doubted, even as regards the interests of the 
enlist his (Mr. P.’s) codperation. Lt was cal- || South itself? The protective policy was a policy 
culated to have the direct opposite effect—to make || adopted by every civilized country. There was 
him and every true friend of that policy adhere || no such thing in the world as a free-trade system. 
the more tenaciously to its salutary principles. || It isa theory existing merely in books, and drawn 
If the Senator persists in his idea that, if this | from them by theorists. If this country did not 
policy is not abandoned, a dissolution of the | regulate its own policy and trade, other countries 
Union will be inevitable, he was ready tq say, || would regulate theirs so as to profit at our ex- 
that sooner than see his prediction fulfilled with || pense. To us belonged the duty of protecting 


whose condition indicates a greater prosperity 
than that of the people of New England. They 


regard to the condition which New England || our own interests, leaving it to foreign nations to | 


would be reduced to by the abandonment of the || do as they thought fit in relation to their own. 

protective policy, let the dissolution of the Union || We had tried an approximation to free trade in 
come. But he had no fears of either the one or || the compromise act of 1833. What was the re- 
the other. The pretective system never could be || sult of the reduction of duties towards even twenty 
abandoned by this country; and the dissolution || percent.? Disasters which were falsely attributed 


of the Union was, in his opinion, a moral impos- || to a deranged currency, which was tne effect of 


sibility. | the abandonment of the protective policy. 

As to the idea of the Senator from New Hamp- Mr. P. entered upon a review of the condition 
shire, that the people of this country paid three || of the country in 1836 and 1837; the overtrading 
millions a year for the protection of the sugar in- || in cotton; the loss suffered by the speculations of 
terest of the South; or, to take the Senator’s prop- | the United States Bank in cotton, &c.; and in con- 
osition in its fullest extent, that by the protective | clusion, said that he regretted that the Senator 
system in its general operation, sixteen millions from South Carolina had thought it necessary to 
a year were taken from the pockets of the agri- | declare that if Congress did not abandon this pro- 
culturists to be put into the pockets of those classes | tective system, he should give up all hope of 
protected, he would say, well, what if it is so? | averting evils which he could not anticipate with- 
The people of this country have to pay this six- | out indescribable feelings; and that he should, 
teen millions somewhere. They must pay iteither | therefore, shake the dust from his feet, and leave 
here or abroad. If abroad, it is for foreign labor; || these Halls forever. 
and in support ofthe Governments of foreign coun-— 
tries. If here, itis for home labor, and in sup- || resolution; for he had too much faith in the Sen- 
portof theirown Government. This sixteen mil- | ator’s devotion to the country and the Union, to 
lionsis necessary to sustainthe Government. How || believe that he would withhold his advice and 
would it benefit the people of this country to have | experience from the national councils, simply on 


free trade, and first pay their sixteen millions to | the ground that his peculiar views could not be 


foreign countries for their labor, and in support || carried out. He trusted to seeing the Senator 


of their Governments, and then to have to pay || long unite with him and every other patriot in 
sixteen millions more in the shape of direet taxes | the body to which he belonged, in promoting the 
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|| sugar than they could getit for in exchange from | 


protection which gives ability to supply revenue | 
It was not || for the support of Government, than to pay it in | 


Another idea of the Senator was, that forty per || 
| cent. duty on imports was the same as forty per | 


She would levy her | 
It was in vain to attempt persuading the agri- | duty of from fifty to sixty per cent. on our ex- | 


our producers had consented to pay only thirty | 


Congress knew | 

| 
There were | 
tured, they would then have to come into compe- || none of these great distinctions of the rich and |, 
tition with the same sort of products from every || the poor in this country. While wealth was | 


|| was extreme or long continued destitution in this | 
condemn New England, which had contributed || country. The language of ‘laws for the rich— 


no overgrown fortunes to be met with, in a gen- | 
|| eral sense, there was no poverty; for labor was | 
ory, of the effects which the abolition of the tariff | insured its reward, and competence was within | 


There is not a peuple on the face of the earth | 


| have preserved their early habits of thrift, indus- | 


cently got hold of the minds of some gentlemen | 
in the South, the result of which might well be | 


He hoped the Senator would reconsider that 


Sul 


| best interests of the country. He trusted they 
|| would not shake the dust from their feet to aban- 
| don the Halls of Congress till they shook them 
|| in * shuffling off this mortal coil,’? which is the 
condition of humanity itself. When that event 
should come, he hoped they would both leave 
their dying injunctions to their children to stand 
| 
| 


by the Constitution as they had done, and that 
their last prayers would be that this glorious 
Union may endure forever. 

Mr. EVANS moved that the subject be laid on 
the table, to be taken up whenever any other gen- 
| tleman was ready to continue the debate. 

Mr. McDUFFIE observed that, if no other 
Senator felt disposed to continue the debate this 
week, he would wish the subject to be postponed 
till Monday next, as the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. Benron] was desirous to express his views 
upon it. 

Mr. EVANS remarked that he would call it 
up at the request of any gentleman wishing to 
|| continue the debate, whenever it was desired. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the subject was 
accordingly laid on the table. ’ 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpar, February 19, 1844. 
|| The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 
PETITION DAY. 
The SPEAKER announced the business first 


in order to be the call of the States for petitions. 
| Petitions were presented by— 
|| Messrs. ADAMS, WINTHROP, GRIN- 
|, NELL, PARMENTER, and KING, of Massa- 
|| chusetts; some of which falling within the 25th 
|| rule, were not received. 

Mr. ADAMS presented the following: 


To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

We, the undersigned, being of western Pennsyivamaand 
Ohio, and having, with deep anxiety and painful emotions, 
observed the distraction and alienation winch is so alarm- 
ingly prevalent throughout the greater part of our beleved 
country—especially among the Representatives of the peo- 
ple, who are so exceedingly broken in judgment that the 
affairs of the nation cannot be conducted so as to sustain 
|| its dignity and promote its best imterests ; and being fully 

convinced that the neglect to recoguize the law of God aa 
the basis of all human legislation, is the fontal source of 
these evils—the legitimate, yet bitter fruits, growing out of 
this radical defect in the instrament which lies at the foun- 
danon of this Republic, and is regarded as “ the supreme 
law of the land ;”? and that God, in His providence, is 
causing * times”? to pass over us, to let this nation know 
** that the Most High ruleth in the kingdoms of men,”? (Dan. 
vi. 25, 26.) and ‘that all people, nations, and languages 
should serve him,’’ (Dan. vii. 14.) 

We therefore pray you, as their Representatives, to ree- 
| ommend to the people of these United States an alteration 
| of the Constitution, embracing the following amendments: 

1. Actear and explicit acknowledgment or the Sovereign 
of the Universe as the God of this nation 
2. An entire and avowed submission to the Lord Jesus 

| Christ, His anointed, (Psalm ii. 7,) who is Prince of the 

kings of the earth, (Rev. i. 5.) the head of all principalines 
}| and powers, (Col. ii. 10.) as the ruler of his nation. 
| 3. An unreserved reception of His revealed will, con- 
| tained in the Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments, 
| as the law paramount, by which all the affairs of this Re- 
| public shall be regulated ; all conflicting State laws being 
regarded as perfectly null and void. (Psalm ii. 10, 12.) 
“ Be wise now, therefore, O ye kings.”? Also, (Psalm 
xix. 7, 11,) ** The law of the Lord is perfect,” &c. 
| We also most earnestly and solemnly entreat you, as you 
|| regard your own and the best interests of the nation, that 
| you rescind at once, and forever,all enactments whereby a 
| violation of God’s law is authorized ; whether by running the 

mail-stage on His Sabbath, or otherwise ; for “ righveous- 
| hess exalteth a nation, but sin is a reproach to any people.’”* 
| (Prov. xiv. 34.) See also Psalm xciv. 20, where the Divine 
| pleasure is expressed ; and Psalm ix. 17, where nations 
| that forget God are devoted to destruction. Also Jer. v. 9, 
where God has denounced his dread vengeance upon all 
the nations that do not serve and obey him; and in Rev. 
xix. 11, 21, the sentence is represented as being executed, 
the battle decisive, the overthrow entire and complete. 

With these, and many other portions of infallible truth 
before us ; and also a knowledge of the many and grievous 
sins with whici: this nation is chargeable in the sich of 
God—it is our deliberate judgment that nothing but national 
repentance, and a thorough reformation in both Constitution 
and administration, will save this Republic from threatened 
and impending ruin. 

By the alienation, distraction, pecuniary embarrassments, 
and other abounding calamities, God, in His providence, is 
saying, in the language of the prophet Isaiah, ‘* Come now, 
| and let us reason together. If ye be willing and obedient, 
' 

; 


j 


} 
| 








ye shall eat the good of the land; butif ye refuse and re- 
bel. ye shall be devoured with the sword ; for the mouth of 
the Lord ix th spoken it.” (Chap. i. 18, 20.) 

After it was read, 

Mr. BELSER moved that it be not received. , 

Upon this motion, Mr. ADAMS demanded the 


| yeas and nays. 


| 
} 
| 
| 
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Mr. C. JOHNSON said he hoped the gentle- || and they were o 


man from Alabama would withdraw bis motion, 
and allow the petition to be received and referred 


to the select committee to which were referred || 


the resolutions of the Legislature of Massachu- 
setts, 


genteman from Alabama withdrew his motion, 
he would renew it. That select committee, he 
thought, had enough to do already. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON then moved to lay the 
question of reception on the table. 

Upon this motion, Mr. ADAMS demanded the 
yeas and nays. 

On seconding the demand for the yeas and nays, 
there were 22 votes in the affirmative, and 109 in 
the negative. 

The demand for the yeas and nays not being 
seconded, , 

Mr. ADAMS called for tellers. 

Upon seconding this demand, fourteen voted 
in the affirmative; which not being a sufficient 
number, tellers were not ordered. 

The question being put, was carried in, the 
affirmative; and the question of reception was 
accordingly laid upon the table. 

Mr. BURKE presented a memorial from the 
Democratic members of the General Assembly of 
Rhode Island, which entered at great length into 
the affairs of the people of that State in their 
struggle to obtain a new constitution, and also 
complained of the interference of the Executive 
of the United States. 
of other topics, and questioned, amongst othpr 
things, the legality of the election of the gentle- 
men representing Rhode Island in this House. 

Mr. CRANSTON called for the reading of the 


document, and the names appended thereto, and 


they were read accordingly. 

Mr. BURKE moved that this memorial be re- 
ferred to a select committee of five members; and 
on that he moved the previous question. 

Mr. POTTER said the memorial was full of 
misrepresentations, and he hoped an opportunity 
would be afforded him to say something upon it. 

The SPEAKER said debate was not in order, 
the previous question having been moved. 

M 
treated the gentleman from New Hampshire to 
withdraw his motion, 

Mr. BURKE said, believing this not to be the 
proper time for debate, he could not consent to 
withdraw his motion. 


Mr. WINTHROP suggested that, as the me- | 
morial questioned the right of the gentlemen from | 
Island to their seats, it would involve a | 
question of privilege, on which the gentlemen | 


Rhode 


should be heard. 


Some other observations were made by various || Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob | 


gentlemen. 





Itembraced a great variety | 





‘| —yeas 35, nays 144; as follows: 


Mr. BLACK, of Georgia, observed that, if the 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Baker, Barringer, Barnard, 
Beardstey, Betser, James Black, Milton Brown, Buffington, 
Burt, Carroll, Chilton, Clingman, Collamer, Dellet, Dickey, 
Willis Green, Grinnell, Hardin, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenks, 
Daniel P. King, Edward J. Morris, Newton, Patterson, 
Ramsey, Robinson, Sample, Saunders, Albert Smith, An- , 
drew Stewart, Summers, and Thomasson—35. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atkinson, Benton, Bidlack, | 
Edward J.Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, | 
Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, William J. 


Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Chappell, Clinch, {| 


Clinton, Cobb, Cranston, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Richard 
D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Dick- 
inson, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Far- 
lee, Ficklin, Fish, Florence, Foot, French, Giddings, By- 
ram Green, Grider, Hale, Hamlin, Harper, Henley, Herrick, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hudson, | 
Hughes, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, | 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Irvin, Cave Johnson, Perley B. John 

son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, Lyon, MeCauslen, McClelland, McUlernand, 
MeConnell, McDowell, McKay, Marsh, Mathews, Moore, | 
Moscley, Murphy, Norris, O.ven, Parmenter, Payne, Pettit, 


Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, || 


Rathbun, Rayner, Almon H. Read, Charles M. Reed, David 

8. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rockwell, Rogers, Russell, St. John, | 
Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David | 
LL. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas | 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, | 
Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, ‘Taylor, 
Thompson, 'Tibbatts, Tilden, Tucker, Tyler, Vance, Van- | 


meter, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, || 
| Williams, Winthrop, Woodward, William Wright, Joseph 


| A. Wright, and Yost—144. 


Mr. BURKE said that he should not insist 
upon the modification, but would allow the whole 


to go to the select committee. i| 


‘The question was then propounded by the | 


| Speaker, ** Shall the main question be now put?” 


Mr. HOLMES inquired what the main ques- | 
tion was. 


The SPEAKER said the main question would | 


be upon agreeing to the motion of the gentleman | 


from New Hampshire, that the memorial offered | 


| by him be referred to a select committee of five. 


Mr. ADAMS suggested that the committee be 


enlarged. 


could not now be modified, as the previous ques- || 


The SPEAKER remarked that the proposition | 


| tion had been ordered. 


r. CRANSTON and Mr. POTTER both en- 1 


Mr. CAMPBELL reminded the Speaker that lh dblelicchtate. 


this decision was not in conformity with former | 
decisions, though he would not say that it was | 
incorrect. 
Mr. HALE inquired whether the gentleman | 
was in order? 


The SPEAKER remarked that no question 


could be nowentertained except that upon which | 


| the previous question had been ordered. 


The SPEAKER then put the question on sec- || 


onding the demand for the previous question. 

Tellers were called for; and Messrs, Winturop 
and Hanarson were appointed; and they reported 
76 in the affirmative, and 62 in the negative. 

So there was a second. 

The question then recurred on the question, 
** Shall the main question now be put ?”’ 

Mr. CRANSTON called for the yeas and nays 
thereon; and they were ordered. 


Mr. BARNARD called for the reading of the 


memorial. 


Mr. WELLER inquired if it must be read as | 


often as its reading was called for? It had been 
read once in the hearing of the House, and as it 
was very long, he objected to its being read again. 

Mr. BARNARD said it was the usual practice 
of the House to read papers on which gentlemen 
were called to vote, if desired. 

Objections were still made,and some conversa- 
tion ensued thereon. 

Mr. BURKE said he would modify his resolu- 
tion so as to refer that portion of the memorial as 
related to the right of the members from Rhode 
Island to their seats to the Committee of Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. POTTER iftquired if the gentleman could 
modify his motion, now that the previous ques- 
tion had been moved ? 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that 
the modification was in order. 

. Mr. SAUNDERS moved to lay the memorial 
on the table. * 


Mr. WELLER called for the yeas and nays, | 


| Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. 


Rathbun, Almon H. Read, David 8. Reid, Reding, Relfe, || 
| Ritter, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. 


| Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, 
| John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thompson, | 


, roll, Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Coles, Collamer, 
| Cranston, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Deberry, Dellet, 
| Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, Florence, Giddings, Willis Green, 


The yeas and nays were then taken, and re- | 


YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Benton, Bidlack, James A. 


| 
sulted—yeas 113, nays 69; as follows: lt 


Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, 
Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Cobb, Cross, 


Cullom, Dana, John W. Davis, Dean, Dillingham, Drom. it and authorizes the further selection of land to the 


goole, Duncan, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, Byram 
Green, Hamlin, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, 


Hunt, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Andrew Kennedy,Preston King, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, 
McUausien, Maclay, MeClelland, McClernand,McCounell, | 


McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Moore, Murphy, Norris, | 


Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, | 


Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, John T’. 


Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, | 
Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—113. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Barringer, Bar- | 
nard, Beardsley, Belser, Milton Brown, Buffington, Car- | 


Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Holmes, Hudson, Wash- |) 
ington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. | 
Johnson, Daniel P. King, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, | 
Moseley, Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Elisha R.Potter,Ram- || 
sey, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, Rockwell, Rogers, Sampie, 


| Senter, Severance,Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, 
| Andrew Stewart, Summers, Thomasson, Tilden, ‘Tyler, 
| Vanee, Vanmeter, Vinton, White, Winthrop, and William 


Wright—69. \! 


Mr. DUNLAP, not being within the bar at the 
moment when the question was put, desired per- | 
mission to vote; which being refused, Mr. D. | 
stated that he should have voted * yea.’’ 

The memorial was then referred to a select com- || 
mittee of five, and ordered to be printed. 

Petiiions were presented by— < 

Mr. BURKE, of New, Hampshire. i! 

Messrs. SEVERANCE, (one of which prayed | 


rdered; and being taken, resulted | that no peur State bé admitred 
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| Ste into the Upj, 

whose constitution tolerated slavery, and, onm ; 
tion of Mr. Bexser, it was not received,) }] AM. 

| LIN, and MORSE, of Maine. ona 

Mr. CRANSTON, of Rhode Island. 

Messrs. SEYMOUR and SIMONS, of ¢,, 
necticut. comes 

Messrs. DILLINGHAM and FOOT, of Vor. 
mont, 

Messrs. SEYMOUR, BEARDSLEY, pry 
GERFORD, MOSELEY, TYLER, FISH, (on. 
of which was near three hundred feet long, and 
signed by about ten thousand citizens of New 
York, complaining of the introduction of foreion 
paupers, and asking an alteration in the natur,), 
ization laws,) BARNARD, CARROLL, PAv. 
TERSON, CARY, HUNT, and RATHBUN, 


|| of New York. 


Messrs. DICKEY, C. M. REED, FOSTER, 


| BRODHEAD, BIDLACK, HAYS) and ¢.} 
| INGERSOLL, of Pennsylvania. 


Messsrs. HOPKINS, CHILTON, SAmp. 
SON, TAYLOR, STEENROD, and ATKiy. 
SON, of Virginia. 
Messrs. CLINGMAN, DEBERRY, RAy. 
NER, and McKAY, of North Carolina. 
Messrs. WOODWARD and BURT, of Sout); 
Carolina. 


_Messrs. BLACK and STEPHENS, of Geor. 


ia. 
F Messrs. CALDWELL,STONE,TIBBATTs, 
and THOMASSON, of: Kentucky. 

Messrs. DICKINSON and SENTER, of Tey. 
| nessee, 

Messrs. VANCE, HARPER, DUNCAN, 
DEAN, MOORE, SCHENCK, McDOWELL, 
WELLER, POTTER, VINTON, VANME. 


} TER, and GIDDINGS, of Ohio. 


| Messrs. JAMESON, HUGHES, and Bow. 
LIN, of Missouri. 
Mr. CROSS, of Arkansas. 
Messrs. HUNT, LYON, and McCLEL. 
LAND, of Michigan. 
Messrs. SMITH, HOGE, WENTWORTH, 
FICKLIN, McCLERNAND, and HARDIN, 
of Illinois. 


Messrs. LEWIS, CHAPMAN, and PAYNE, 


|| Mr. BOSSIER, of Louisiana. 
|| Messrs. WRIGHT, T. SMITH, SAMPLE, 
| OWEN, HENLEY, KENNEDY,and BROWN, 


of Indiana. 


| _ Messrs. RAMSEY, ADAMS, and STEW- 


ART, obtained permission to present petitions. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. WRIGHT, of Indiana, asked and obtained 


‘| leave to introduce a bill to confirm certain lands 
| to the State of Indiana. 


The bill confirms to the 
State of Indiana the lands selected by her last 
summer, amounting to about fifty thousand acres, 


amount of about forty thousand acres—in all one 


' hundred and twelve thousand acres; being the 


amountof land that the State is entitled to for the 


| prosecution of the Wabash and Erie canal, grow- 


ing out of the length of said canal—the same being 
measured by the actual number of miles that said 
canal has to be worked, and not by the distance 
that it is from point to point. 

Mr. CAMPBELL asked leave to introduce a 
bill, of which he had previously given notice, con- 


cerning the conveyance or devise of places of 
_ public worship in the District of Colambia; wiich 


was referred to the Committee of the Whole. 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HAMLIN obtained permission to make a 
report from the Committee of Elections on the 


| subject of electing electors of President and Vice 


President, accompanied by a bill. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. HOLMES moved that when the House 
adjourns, it adjourn until Wednesday next; which 


wus carried. 


OREGON TERRITORY. 


Mr. OWEN presented the following joint reso- 
lution of the Legislature of Indiana: 
A joint resolution on the subject of the Oregon Territory. 
Whereas the district of country, known as the Territory 
of Oregon, rightfully belongs to our national Government; 
and whereas the insatiate avarice and gra3ping spirit of ie 
British Government seems already directed to its subjuga- 
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and conversion ; and whereas the slightest infringe- suggested for overcoming the obstructions at the 
eet national right is a prelude to more high-handed — falls of the Ohio. The report of that engineer | 
méenaudacious aggressions: ‘Therefore, . was called for early in the session by aresolution | 

an it resolved, ‘That our Senators in Congress be in- ay the anita t Ker "e M 
“ od.and our Representatives be requested, to use their presented by the gentleman from Kentucky, ( r. 
str te instrumentality to provide for the immediate occu- Tissatts,] but it has not been made; where it is, 
an organization, and adequate defense of the Oregon — or what is the cause of this detention, I know not. 


Terrisory, peaceably If we can, forcibly if we must. 3ut the session is passing away; the Committee 





Mr. LYON gave notice that he would, on some 
future day, ask leave to introduce a bill to grant 
to each of the States in which the public lands are 
situated, a quanity of land equal to that which 
has been granted to the State of Ohio. 


Renled, That ihe Governor forward to each of cur Ben. Cc srce is al > Feport: the eati Also, a bill to amend an act confirming certain 
and Representatives a copy of this preamble and | On Vommerce Is abcut to report; the estimates | land claims in the State of Michigan. 
wom ution immediately on its passage. for the expenditures of the year are being made - 
reso a A. L. soniye} up; and this great question in regard to the falls | VACANCIES ON COMMITTEES. 
Spea or of Mesae D BRIGHT. "|, of the Ohio is passing by forthe session. Ihave, | Mr. PARMENTER moved that the Speaker 
President of the Sencte. |, therefore, seized upon this occasion as the only | fill the vacancy in the Naval Committee, occa- 
Approved, January 13, 1844. G , Opportunity I could have of bringing the matter | sioned by the resignation of its chairman, Mr. 
JAMES WHITCOMB. to the consideration of the House. lhis is a | Wise; which motion was agreed to. 
CANAL AT THE FALLS OF THE OHIO. | question, Mr. Speaker, in which Indiana has no | On motion of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, the 


ta . | more interest than every other State in the great | Speaker was directed to fill the vacancy in the 
Mr. HENLEY said, in presenting the resolu- valley of the Mississippi. — It interests us all; it | Committee on Foreign Affairs, occasioned by the 
tion of the Legislature of Indiana, which I now | interests the Union; and it is for that reason that | resignation of Mr. Gitmer. 
do, instructing my cormenves and a , a ee proper, * rg! aie _ > 
-» and urge an appropriation in public lands to | these facts—facts, sir, which I shall be able to Sa ar aoe . 7 
contract ‘a canal around the falls of the Ohio | prove,ata proper time, to the satisfaction ofevery | The eee ae House ee 
river, at Jeffersonville, I take this occasion, as member of this House. I move a reference of ot Wan.) oc eal nr ai Sian (now Secretary 
pot inappropriate, though rather out of order, to ,, the resolution to the Committee on Roads and | ® ar,) Ore MreG. J. in ” t om House; which, 
call the attention of the House and of the coun- | Canals. a Peng “ ‘dl re apse was laid on 
try, to some facts important to’ be known in The resolution was so referred. COR SPS) ORE SERETES: 80: Ue printed. 
connection with this question. There is now a | The House then adjourned to W ednesday next. 


RESIGNATION OF MR. WILKINS. 


canal at the falls of the Ohio, on the Kentucky | ? te sis ei Maat ae arc 
side of the river, and the owners of the canal, Mr. CHAPMAN offered the following reso- ogame meatal We ae cena een handed 
being a private company, have already asked the | lution; which was agreed to: By Mr. TYLER: The petition of 8. B. Wheeler and 
Government to purchase their stock in the same, || Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- others, praying for an appropriation to repair the public 
and make its navigation frée. This isa prop- structed to inquire into the expediency of passing an act, | works at Dunkirk harbor, New York. 
ec lr the Indi id f tl declaratory of the construction of the preémption acts of | Also, the petition of Moses Woods and others, praying for 
osition for a canal on the Indiana side o re |, 1838, 1840, and 1841, so as to allow to the heirs of preémpt- || the further prosecution of the public works at Barcelona 
river. : 5 | ors, who died between the time of making the settlement, || harbor, Chautauque county, New York. 

Now, sit, the facts I wish to state, for which | and the expiration thereof, required by the said laws (and || Also, the petition of George Hall and others, praying for 
I ask the consideration of the House, are: First, | a in ait other respects complied with the conditions of a : hata aad 

‘sville and Portland canal will cost the | the act under which the claim is made,) to take the pre- ee Iso, the Temonstrance of Bliss C. W ioughby and oth- 

the Louisvi || emption their ancestor would have been entitled to if he | ers, inhabitants of Cattaraugas county, New York, against 
Government more, by several hundred thousand | had lived during the time specified by the act. | the annexation of Texas to the United States. 


doljars, than to construct a new canal on the Indi- 
ana side ofthe river. Second: thatcanal is too small; 
and, if purchased by the Government, would re- 


: : : By Mr. McCONNELL: The petition of numerous citi- 
‘ =] . 
Mr. CROSS submitted the following resolu- | zens of Randolph county, Alabama, praying the establish- 


tion; which was agreed to: ment of a mail route. 
Also, the memorial of John T. Ball, praying to be allowed 


. . : Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to cause : : 
vee n , ; ’ : ’ . 2 2 7 re °e » ree > ay *ssenger? » ra 
quire @ large expenditure of money to enlarge it to be communicated to this House copies of all contracts the difference between the pay of a messenger and anextra 


toa sufficient size to answer the purposes of the | entered into within four years prior to the commencement a 6. TE. BE Am «ees eaminneinde chennai tr ethaain 
commerce of that river, its size being insufficient | of the present Congress, or pending and unfulfilled at that of Troy “‘Srad@urd county Pet taal 7, er rope 
toadmit the large class of steamboats. Third: || time, for the ce ae ac of the navigation of the Missis-  Guction in the rates of postage ; which wend veleered to the 
2 | sippi river, or its tributaries, or any one or more of them; 5. a , ota ar Sool Seta a 
the eddy formed at the lower end of the canal by the amount expended under such contracts, or otherwise, By Mr. OW oe ee ee ee pe Sie — 
Corn Island causes constant deposit of sediment || and in what manner; a statement of the amount eppropri- || wae hundred aad ten others. eines of ae mana ~~ 
between the mouth of the canal and the channel || ated, and unexpended, at the beginning of the present fiscal diana oakland & meant ond land to eon fete the national dine. 
of the river, which is now quite an obstruction to —s oe coemnoee ee aaa oughfare hanweke the lakes and the Ohiv by the im prove- 
iad : “4. || intendents thereof, whether private individuals or public SS ar idie, We adiien , : 
the navigation of the canal, and will shortly, with officers, with copies of their respective reports, and corre- ane ae Biman Thomas Everton and one bundred 
out great expense, render italmostentirely useless spondence relating thereto ; the orders or instructions under | ang twenty-two others citizens of indiana and other States 
in low water, which is the only time itis much | which they, or any of them, acted, or still act; whether praying fora grant of the unsold lands in the Vincennes 
needed. Fourth: the harbor of the city of Lou- | such contractors or eupersnte ndents are allowed, in any || Jand district, to complete the canal from Lake Erie to the 
isville (which surrounds the upper entrance of the case, in prosecuting said improvements, to exercise their 
3, 


; : ; | Ohio river at Evansville. 
own discretion ; and if so, under what circumstances ; and = | river at Evansvill 


1 i , 3 > o. " . . : 
canal) isa basin; and was, many yearsago, called || all such other and further information within the control of ae ee ee ee a oon 
Patton’s pond. Itis between and above the head || the War Department as may serve to show the extent of | 74 Srate of the hands iving in the Vincoenns dlanien * aa 

f Corn Island and the shore, and is fast filling up. | "provements made, contemplated, or necessary, in said || the extension of the Wabash and Erie eanal to the Ohio 


Twenty years ago, at low water. thie pond wae | rivers ; discriminating between improvements deemed ne- || river 
50> 10" € ’ cessary in a military point of view, and those in furtherance B -M WENTWORTH: A petition fi he 
twent en: s | e » »eH— ll ofe »: y Mr. Wie! : A petition from the members 
nty feet deep: now itis but ten feet deep—the | of commerce of the Chicago bar, praying that two terms of the United 


water there, on account of the obstructions of 


’ States courts may be holden ct that place each year; which 
. oe i RUSSELL S PLANETARIUM. CREE. GORI INGE BO DUee I your | 
Corn Island, and the rocks adjacent to it, being was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
some inches higher, and consequently more qui- || Mr. MOORE offered a resolution instructing Also, the petition of Joel A. Matteson and Hardin Bige 


escent than at the opposite shore; the inevitable | the Joint Committee on the Library to inquire | wild af uabeus ile: oeaoions he one ve ‘Com. 
consequence of which is, to cause the filling up || into the expediency and propriety of purchasing, | inittee on Roads and Canals. 

of the channel to the mouth of the canal, and || for the use of the National Institute, Russell’s Also, the petition of John Fitch, praying for the refund- 
will require a constant expenditure to keep it Planetarium, and at what price the same can be | ing of certain purchase money for land to which the patent 
open. This has already caused great embarrass- || purchased. is withheld; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 


. lie Lands. 
mentto the company owning the work; and boats 


’ z | By Mr. HOGE: The petition of Albion T. Crow and one 
are frequently seen sticking in the mud, both at | PAPERS WiIFEORA WE bunared and eighty-two others, citizens of INinois, praying 
the lower and upper entrance of the canal; hence On motion of Mr. BOWLIN, James Maguire | ee < the present oat Gen Gal vanes 
the anxiety of the company to sell out to the Gov- | was permitted to withdraw his petition, hereto- | jtoads. ee eee See en ee 
ernment. fore submitted to the House, praying compensa- | By Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin: The memorial of W. 

It is perhaps necessary, sir, to remark that the |, tion for extra services as clerk in one of the bu- | White and one hundred and seventy-five others, citizens of 
canal at Louisville will cost about $1,200,000; and |; reaus of the War Department, aid the same was ees Cee a See ae 
that acanal can be constructed on the Indiana side, || again referred to the Committee of Claims; Jo- Territory af Wtisamania > whieh web cabeved t& thu Coax: 
wong the shore or bank of the river, at a cost, at || seph Barkley was permitted to withdraw his pe- || mittee on Commerce. 
the highest estimate, not to exceed $350,000; that | tition for a pension, heretofore submitted to the Also, the memorial of John Dinsmore and seventy-two 
an improvement completely to overcome the ob- | House; and the same, together with affidavits eae ee ns Ce 
structions by a dam and locks can be made for | herewith filed in support of the same, was again | town of Seether, in said Territory 3 which was referred 
$125,000. But as a temporary measure, and one referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on Commerce. 
tor which 1 demand immediate consideration, is On motion of Mr. MOORE, the petition and | Also, the memorial of Ira Newman and eighty-nine 
the blasting out of a straight schute through the | papers of the heirs of Jacob Thomas, in relation —— Conuners tee an "apsrepaiion ter 0 Maar 
falls without lowering the level above; it is of im- | to a private land claim, were taken from the files entre or Gevteet, in said Territory ; which was referred 
mense utility, and meets the approbation of the || of the House, and referred to the Committee on | to the Committee on Commerce. : 
most experienced navigators of the western riv- | Private Land Claims; and the petition and papers By Mr. HAMLIN: The — - ne peer 
ers. This improvement, as I am informed by an | of John Grigsby, for a pension, were taken from Sul at cos tain ts eo awe, aah Ghintadeee cokoamian 
experienced and highly respectable engineer, will || the files of the House, and referred to the Com- || shail be provided for said rations. 
costnot more than $30,000—only about one eighth || mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. By Mr. FISH : The petition of Charles Clark and others, 
of the amount annually paid by the enterprising | On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, the pe- 
flat-boat men of the West in tolls to the propri- | tition of citizens of Jackson county, Illinois, 
etors of the Louisville and Portland canal. This || praying the establishment of a mail route from 
small rere sir, would relieve our com- || the aay seat of said county te Georgetown, 

P 


city of New York, in relation to the commercial intercourse 
with China. 

Also, the petition of Andrew Foster & Sons, and others, 
merchants, ship-owners, and ship builders, in New York, 
to provide for the annulling of the reciprocity treaties with 
the northern Powers of Europe. 


citizens of New York, for a grant of lands to the State of 
Indiana, to aid in the construction of certain public works. 
Also, the petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the 

merce of this enormous annual tax. Mr. Speak- || in Randolph county, was taken from the files of 
€t, an engineer was deputed, during the last sum- || the House, and referred to the Committee on the 
mer, to examine and report upon the various plans || Post Office and Post Roads. 
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Also, the petition of about ten thousand citizens of New || Alton; together with a memorial of the Legislature of Hi- | may have taken place between this Govern 
York, complaining of the introduction of foreign paupers, |! 


and asking an alteration of the naturalization laws. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of various citizens 
of Pulaski and Rockcastle counties, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a post route from Somerset to Richmond, Ken 
tucky, by way of Gilmer’s Store and Mount Vernon. Also, 
a peuuion, very numerousty signed, for the establishment 
of a post route from Somerset to London, in Laurel county, 
Kentucky ; which were reterred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. TIBBAT TS: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Campbell county, Kentucky, praying that a mail route may 
be established from Newport, by the way of Four-Mile, 
‘Twelve Mile, and Carthage, to Belmont, in said county; 
which was referred to the Committce on the Post Office 
and Post Roads 

By Mr. DAWSON: The petition of George Harrison, a 
paymaster in the war of 1812, for relief against a demand 
of the Government for money overpaid by him to the regi- 
ment to which he was appointed paymaster, Kc. 

Aliso, the petition of a large number of the citizens of 
West and Bast Feliciana, Rast and West Baton Reuge, 
and Iberville, Louisiana, praying for a reorganization of the 
regiment of dragoons which was unwisely dismounted by 
the last Congress, &e. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: The petition of Dr. James T. Bar- 
clay, representing that be las discovered a process by which 
to protect the gold and silver coins from adulteration and 
detmsement, and pledging himself to demonstrate the prac 
tieability of a plan, by means of which we may have acoin- 
age ol such superior fabrication as not only to be proof 
against fraudulent reduction, but materially to shield it 
nugainet depreciation by friction, and praying for such remu- 
neration for the discovery as Congress may deem it just and 
expedient to allow him. 

ty Mr. GREEN, of Kentucky: The memorial of sundry 
citizens of Kentucky, praying for the appropriation of the 
unsold land inthe Vincennes district, Indiana, for the com- 
pletion of the Erie and Wabash canal; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands 

By Mr. FICKLIN: ‘The memorial of William M. Hunt, 
and sixty-seven others, citizens of Crawford county, Ili 
Hols, asking a grant of land to complete the national thor- 
oughfare between the lakes and the Ohio, by the improve- 
mentof the Wabash. 

By Mr. MOORE: The memorial of one hundred and 
twelve citizens of Knox, Franklin, and Licking counties, 
Olio, praying a redaction in the rates of postage; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, a memorial on the same subject, from William Van 
Dervoort and one hundred and forty-five others, citizens 
of Knox, Franklin, and Licking counties, Ohio ; which was 
referred to the same committee. 

Also, a memorial signed by H. A. Stidger and seventy- 
six others, citizens of Carroll, Carroll county, Ohio, praying 
for the immediate occupation, by the General Government, 
of the Oregon Territory. 

By Mr. RELFE: The resolutions of the City Council of 

Louis, Missouri, on the subject of marine hospitals ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WRIGHT, of Indiana: The petition of Richard 
W. Thompson and one hundred and thirty-six others, of 
the county of Vigo, Indiana, asking that a portion of the 
vacant jands in the Shawneetown and Palestine land dis- 
trict, in the State of Ilinois, and of the vaeant lands of 
Vincennes, be granted for the purpose of improving the 
rapids of the Wabash river; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of Join Nelson and forty others, citi- 
zens of Montgomery county, Indiana, asking that the va- 
cant lands in the Vincennes land district, Indiana, be granted 
to the State of Indiana, for the purpose of extending the 
Wabash and Erie canal from Terre Haute Ao Evansville, 
Indiana; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: A statement, prepared by a commit- 


St 


tee of the citizens of Havre de Grace, of the amount of || 


jumber, produce, &c., which arrived at Port Deposite and 
Havre de Grace, by Susquehanna nver and canal, during 
the year 1843, for transhipment coastwise. 

By Mr. LYON: A resolution of the Legislature of Mich- 
igan, in favor of an appropriation of land. by the United 
States for the repair and completion of the road from De- 
troit to Grand river, in that State. 

Also, a memorial signed by sixty-nine citizens of St. 
Joseph county, in the State of Ladiana, asking an appro- 
priauen for constructing a harbor at New Buffalo, in the 
State of Michigan. 

Also, the memorial of Byron Kilbourn, renewing the prayer 
“ontained in his memorial of December, 1842, that Congress 
would pass a resolution disapproving the resolution of the 
Legislature of the Territory of Wisconsin repudiating the 
bonds negotiated for a canal loan; and also praying that 
Congress would pass a resolution or act rendering it oblig- 
atory on the Legislature of the Territory of Wisconsin to 
pay, out of the funds derived from the sale of canal lands, 
those several bonds issued and negotiated for said loan 
numbered 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 52, 53, 54, 55, and 56, which 
were duly and lawfully sold to, and paid for by, the holders 
thereof, 

By Mr. SMITH, of Hlinois: The memorial of John W. 
Hockett, praying payment for labor periormed by him on 
the Cumberland road ; which was referred to the Commit 
tee on Roads and Canals. 

Also, the memorial of John W. Barr, a soldier in the late 
war with Great Britain, under General Andrew Jack<on, 
praying Congress to grant land to all those who served their 
country in said war; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Susanna Barker, (widow of Zebadiah 
Barker,) praying a pension on account of the revolutionary 
services of her late husband; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Also, the proceedings of a public meeting of the citizens 
of Alton and vicinity, to devise measures for the permanent 
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inois On the same subject; which were referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, February 20, 1844. 
Mr. BARROW presented a petition from 


Thomas C. Williams and others, of the parish of | 


Madison, in the State of Louisiana, praying 
Congress to pass a law securing them tn their 
rights of preémption, under the law of 1841; 


which was referred to the Committee on Private | 


Land Claims. 


Mr. ALLEN presented documents in support | 
of the claim of David Robb, for services rendered, | 


_and expenses incurred by him in effecting the 


| ratification of certain treaties with the Shawnee | 
and other Indians; which were referred to the | 


Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from 
William Harder, asking for an increase of pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WOODBURY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Gideon 
| Bachelder and others; which was read, and 
| ordered to a second reading; and the report ac- 
| companying ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, made an adverse report on the petition 
of William M. Gibbs, praying for arrears of pen- 
sion; which was ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to which had been referred 

| several memorials from the citizens of Alexandria, 
Georgetown, and Washington upon the subject, 
reported a bill to extend the the charters of the 
District banks; which was read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN called for the reading of 
the bill again. 

It was read as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United of America in Congress assembled, That the 
charters of the several banks herein enumerated, as now 
existing and modified by law, namely: The Farmers and 

| Mechanics’ Bauk of Georgetown, the Bank of the Metropolis, 
Patriotic Bank of Washington, in the city of Washington; 
and the Farmers’ Bank, of Alexandria, and Bank of Poto- 
mac. in the ‘own of Alexandria—be, and the same are 
hereby, extended until the 4th day of July, 1854: Provided, 
That Congress may at any time hereafter alter, amend, 
modify, or repeal the charters of the said several banks, 

| and the laws modifying the same, or either of them. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if any of the said 
banks shall hereafter suspend specie payments, or refuse to 
pay, on demand, any of their notes, deposits, or other obli- 
gations in specie, it shall be the duty of the District Attor- 
| ney for the District of Colambia, ez officio, to file a bill be- 

fore the proper court, whose duty it shall be, upon legal 
| proof of the fact, to declare the forfeiture of the charter of 
| such defaulting bank, and place it in a state of liquidation, 

and wind up tts affairs, according to the rules and practice 
of a court of chancery. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That at any election 
hereafter to be had by either of the said banks for officers 
thereof, no person shall vote upon such an amount of stock, 
or give such number of votes as will make a majority of the 
whole number of votes given at such election. Nor shall 
any person vote at any such election upon proxy made and 
executed more than six months prior to such election. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said, he did not mean now 
to open up, on the question of ordering the bill to 
a second reading, a debate on its merits; but he 
rose to give notige that when it was brought up 
for discussion he would move to recommit it to 


the Committee on the District of Columbia, with || 


instructions to make another provision to the bill, 
rendering the stockholders of the banks liable for 
all their issues. 


The bill was then ordered to a second reading. | 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph 
Bryan, Harrison Young, and Benjamin Young; 
which was read, and ordered toa second ener 
and the bill accompanying ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. ARCHER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day under the 
rule: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 


cate to Congress, as far as he consider consistent with the 
public interest, any information which may have reached 


the Government, from its accredited agents, tending to show ° 


any use of the flag of the United States, in subservience to 
the African slave trade, and in violation of the laws or 


tocation of the national road to the Mississippi river at || policy of the Government. Also, any correspondeace which 
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ee 


—=: 


aw : men 
|| Minister of Portugal in relation to the taking away ofa the 


| the property of Portuguese subjects, from the territories of 
that Power, in vessels owned or employed by citize 
| United States. NS Of the 
| Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resoly 
| tion; which lies one day on the table, un 
| rule: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be inst 
cause a survey and estimate to be made of the 
ity and expense of erecting a fortification on t 


ot Dauphin Island, adequate to the 
harbor of Mobile. 


ST. LOUIS HARBOR. 


The following resolution, submitted by M, 
Sempce on Friday last, was taken up and agree 
| to: 


| Resolved, That the President of the United States be te. 

quested to furnish to the Senate a copy of the report recens, 
ly made by Captain Cram, of the corps of topographic) 
engineers, upon the survey of the harbor of St. Louis With 
its accompanying charts, maps, plans, and estimates.’ 


REPORTS ADOPTED. 


The adverse report of the Committee on Pep. 
|| sions in the case of George W. Cummings; the 
| adverse report of the Committee of Claims in the 
case of John Washington; and the report of the 
| Committee on Pensions in the case of the widow 
| of Samuel Gray, were taken up and concurred 
in, 
AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. TAPPAN, on leave, introduced a joint 
resolution, proposing an amendment to the Con. 
stitution of the United States, so as to limit the 
term of office of the judges of the Supreme and 
| inferior courts of the United States; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 


PURCHASE OF BOOKS. 
| On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the Senate took 


up for consideration the bill for the purchase of 
certain copies of the history of Oregon, Califor- 
nia, and other territories on the northwest coast 
of America—the question pending being, * Shall 
the bill be read a second time ?’’ 
Mr. BUCHANAN said he would have made 
some remarks if the subject had been further en- 
| tertained yesterday; but, having slept upon it one 
| night, he was adverse to saying anything until 
the bill came up in regular order for debate. It 
was not usual to debate bills in the stage in which 
this bill now was. 

The bill was then ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. ARCHER expressed a desire that the bill 
should then be read a second time, and ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading. 
| Mr. BENTON objected to progressing with 
| the bill, except in the manner prescribed by the 
rules. 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, accompanying 
the bill, was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ARCHER gave notice to the Senator from 
| Missouri that he would, on Friday next, ask the 
| Senate to consider the bill. 


SCHOONER GRAMPUS. 


The bill from the House for the relief of the 
widows of officers, seamen, and marines of the 
United States schooner Grampus, was read twice 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Several other bills from the House, of a private 
| character, were read twice, and appropriately re- 
ferred. 


der the 


Tucted to 
Practica. 
1€ Cast » 

defense of the city = 





COURTS IN OHIO. 


| On motion of Mr. TAPPAN, the previous 
_ orders of the day were postponed, and the billto 
| repeal the act to amend the act of March, 1838,to 
change the time of holding the circuit and district 
courts of the district of Ohio, was taken up asin 
Committee of the Whole; and, there being no 
proposition to amend, it was reported to the Sen- 


ate, and ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing. 
° 


WHARF AT PENSACOLA. 


On motion of Mr. BARROW, the report of the 
| Secretary of the Navy, relative to the building of 
a permanent wharf at Pensacola, was ordered to 
be printed, and referred to the Committee on 
| Naval Affairs. 


OREGON. 


| Mr. SEMPLE moved that the Senate proceed 
| to the consideration of the resolution directing the 
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